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Of him it can be said—

He so lived tbat when he died he is missed. He so lived that
loved ones maoy find in him an inspiration to goodness. He so lived
that religion may find through him a witness to its great beneficence.
He go lived that if his children do evil they can not say * this my
father taught me,” Ie so lived that he shall enjoy to its fullest the
happiness of the immortality hope. He so lived that now gome he
can not be forgotten.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all Members may
have leave to extend their remarks on the late SEenator BAXKK-
uEAD in the IREcomD.

The SPEAKLR pro tempore (Mr. SreEacarr). The gentle-
man from Alabama asks unanimous consent that all Members
may have leave to extend their remarks on the late Senator
BaxxaeAD in the Reconn. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ADJOURKMENT.

In aecordance with the resolution, at 2 o’clock and 45 minutes
p. m. the House adjourned until to-morrow, Monday, January
81, 1921, at 12 o'clock noon.

SENATE.
Moxvay, January 31, 1921.
Rey, J. J. Muir, the Chaplain, offered the following prayer:

Our Father, we come to Thee thanking Thee for the mercies
vouchsafed, and as the new day opens before us with its re-
sponsibilities grant unto us the necessary wisdom and guldance.
May we so fulfill our fasks of life that we may have Thy ap-
proval continually. Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Wednesday, January 26, 1921,
when, en request of Mr. CurTis and by unanimous consent, the
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was ap-
proved.

EMERGENCY TARIFF—PROPOSED UNRANIMOUS-CONXBENT AGREEMENT.

Mr. PENROSE., Mpr, President, I ask to have read, and I
ask unanimous consent to, the following agreement.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

The Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that at not
later than 4 o'clock p. m. on the calendar day of Tuesday, February 15,
1921, the Senate will goceed to vote without further debate mpon any
amepdment that may pending——

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mr, President, I do not like to infer-
rupt the reading, but I suggest to the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania that we dispose of the morning business first and then
we will consider this question.

Mr. PENROSE. I would very much prefer to have the agree-
ment read and considered now.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I suppose the Senator might want to
submit something in reference to it, and as I desire to make a
fow remarks on the subject before it is disposed of, I prefer
that the morning business shall be first concluded.

Mr. PENROSE. I have asked unanimous consent.
tainly have a right to have the agreement read.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, if that is all the Senator wants——

Mr. PENROSE. Noj; I want a good deal more. Let it be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read.

The Assistant Becretary read as follows:

The Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that at not
1ster than 4 o'clock p. m. on the calendar day of Tu , Febroary
15, 1921, the Senate will proceed to vote without further debate upon
any amendment that mn{ be pending, any amendment that may be
Gled, 504, wion B T (el aoncel prabeniog tegomesy (o
mnmce‘gna&g ﬁ]ilicfor otsheg purposes, thro the regular parliamentary
stages up to and including & vote upon its passage, -

AMr. UNDERWOOD, Alr, President, for the present I demand
the regular order.

Mr. PENROSE. Do I understand that the Senator from
Alabama objects to the unanimous-consent agreement?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, I have not yet objected; but I
demand the regular order. I shall be very glad to discuss the
agreement with the Senator after the regular morning busi-
ness is disposed of.

VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEAMY,

The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with the provision
of the act of Congress of August 29, 1916, touching the appoint-
ment of the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy, the Chair
appoints the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] ex officio mem-
ber of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate, and the
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr], the Senator from New

I cer-

Hampshire [Mr. KEeves], the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Warsm), and the Senator from Florida Mr. [TrAMMELL] mem-
. CREDENTIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a certificate
of the governor of Maryland certifying to the election of
Ovixgrony BE. WELLER as a Senator from that State for the term
of six years beginning March 4, 1921, which was read and
ordered to be filed, as follows:

STATE oF MARYLAND,
Ezeeutive Department.

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF TOE UNITED STATES:

This is to certify that on the 2d day of November, 1920, OvINGTON
B, WELLER, Esq., was duly chosen by the gualified electors of the State
of Maryland a Senator from sald State to represent sald State in the
Benate of the United Btates for the term of years, beginning on the

4th day of Mareh, 1921
overnor, Albert C. Ritchle, and our seal

Witness his excellency our
hereto affixed, at Annapolis this 28th day of January, in the year 1921,
ArpenT C. RiTcHIB, Governor,

By the governocr:
[SEAL.] PHILIP B. PERLMAN,
Becretary of State.
Mr, STERLING. Mr. President, I present the certificate of
election of Hon. PrTER NORBECK, elected a United States Senator
irolmgzil.:le State of South Dakota for the term beginning March
The credentials were read and ordered to be placed on file,
as follows:
UXNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
State of Bouth Dakoia,
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION,

This is to certify that on the 24 dmnvembﬂ. 1920, at a general
election held thronghount said Sta NorBECE was duly chosen
I{? g electors of the State of Bouth Dakota to the office of
nited States Senator for the term of six years, on the 4th
of March, 1921. U
n witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal
of eaid Btate to be affixed, at Pierre, the capital, this 9th day of De-
cember, 1920,
TETER NORBECE, Governor,
By the governor:
Attest :

[SEAL.] C. A. BURKHA

nr
Secretary of Ktate.
HOME OF LEPERS (8. DOC. NO. 3G8).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation in the sum of $72,000 required
by the Public Health Service for the maintenance of the Home
for Lepers, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

INDIAN SCHOOLS (8. DOC. NO. 367).

The VICE PRESIDENT lald before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Becretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a sup-
plemental estimate of appropriation in the sum of $375,000 re-
quired by the Bureau of Indian Affairs for support of Indian
schools, 1021, which was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION EAILROAD CO.

The VIOE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tlon fronr the Bast Washington Heights Traction Railroad Co.,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the annual report of that com-
pany for the year ended December 81, 1920, which was referred
to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

WASHINGTON & OLD DOMINION RAILIVAY.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Washington & Old Dominion Railway, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the annual report of that company for
the year ended December 31, 1920, which was referred to the
Committee on the District of Columnbia.

BECONDITIONING OF ENEMY-OWNED SHIPS (S. DOC. X0. 869).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Chairman of the United States Shipping Board,
in response to Senate resolution (8. Res. 421), directing the
United States Shipping Board to furnish the Senate information
as to the allocation agreements between the United States Ship-

ing Board and the Uniied States Steamship Co. permitting
reconditioning of enemy-owned ships, which was referred to
the Commitiee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.

Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, communicated to the Senate the

resolutions of the House unanimously adopted as a tribute te

the memory of Hon. Jomx Horris BAxkKHEAD, late a Senator
from the State of Alabama.

AUTHENTICATED
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The message alse announced that the House had passed the
Bill| (H.. B, 15872) making appropriations for the Diplomatie
andi Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922,
in whiech it reqoested the coneurrence of the Senate.

PETITIONG AXD MEMORIALS,

Mr; SHEPPARD. At the request of the Senafor from Oregon
[Mr. Coasseram], T send to tlie desk a resolution from the
Leglsinture of the State of Oregon and ask that it be incor-
porated in the Recorn,

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Manufacfures and ordered to be printed in the
Recorn,, as follows:

UxiTED- STATES OB AMERICA,
STATE OF OREGON,
Office of the Seeretary of State.

I, Sam A. Korer, secreinry: of state of the State of Oregon, and
custodian of the seal of sald Btate, do herehy: certify that I have care-
fully comparcd the annexed m;& of. senate joint memorial No. 2 with
the original thereof ndopted. by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the Thirty-first Legislative Assembly of the State of Orezom and filed
in' the office of the secretary of sinte Jaousry 25, 1921, and that the
same- i8 a full, true, and complete transcript thereftom and of the
whole thercaf, together with all indorsements thereon.

In testimony whereof T have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto:
tho seal of the State of Oregon.

Done at the capitol at Balem, Oreg., this 25th day of January,.

A. D. 1921°
[sEan.] Saar A, Kozen,
Hecretary of State.

Senate joint memorial resolution 2.

YWherens' every user of paper-mill prodocts ls sufferibg from what is

apparentiy an unjust and an abnormal price of this commodity ; and
‘Whereas paper-milll products are produced in: the State of Oregon and
on the Paclfic const in very large quantities: Therefore he it

Resolved Dy the Senale of the. Stete of Oregon. (and the Howuse of
Representatives concurring: therein), That the Federal Trade Commis-
slon. it is hereby, memorialized and requested to make a full and
comp,leia investigation. immediutnir of all pla~*3 and mills producing
paper products within the Btate of Oregon, to the end that the con-
sumer may obiain relief and that products of such mills may be sold’
at a price netting the milll operators a: fair rather than an exorbitant
profit ; be it further

Resolved,, That the: secretary of state is hereby instrueted. to,. upon:
mge of this resolution, transmit c ies to eachr member of the

eral Trade Commission and to. eachh Member of Congress from:
Oregon.. (Note: Adopted ot ‘Oregon Newspaper Conference at Eugene,.
Oreg., Jan. 15, 1821,
Passed by the semate January 18, 1921,
(Signed)

Passed. by the house January 24, 1921,
(8igned)

Roy W. RiTxenm,
President: of the Senate;
Lovurs E. BEAR,
Speaker of the House..
Introduced by Senator Bruce:

Ino P: Huxe, Chief Clerh.
Mr. SHEPPARD. At the request of the Senator fronr Oregon:
[Mr. CaamBEREATN], I also send to: the desk a resolution: from:

the Legislature of the Stnte of Oregon: and ask that it be in-
serted In. the HEcorp.

Indorsed: Senate joint memorinl No. 2.
Dennis,

There being no objeciion,. the resolntion was referred to the

Committee on Military Affairs andl ordered to be printed: in the
Recorp, as follows:

UNITED BSTATES OF AMERICA,
ATR OF (QHBGON.
Office of the Secretary of State,
- of state of the State of Ore and cns-

A. Kozer, secr
tate, do hereby certify that I have care-

I, Sam
todian of the seal of. said
Tully compared the annexed copy of house joint memorinl No. 4+ with
the original thereof adopted by ihe Senate and House of: Representatives:
of the Thirty-first ngnumre Assembly of the: State: of Oregon, and
flléd In the office of the secretary of’ state January 20, 1021, and that
the same {5 a fall, tree; and complete: t‘rmuﬂ%ﬁ thereffom and of the
whiole thereof, t er with: all indorsements thereon.

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed hersto.

genl of the Btate of Oregon

Done at the capitol, at Salem, Oreg., this 26th day of Janmuary,

A D, 1021,
[sEar.] Saax A, Eozer,
y Secrotary of State.
House joint memorial' 4.

To the honorable Benate and ITouss of Representatives of the Unite
States of America in Congress mm&iod.? - o
We, your memorialists, the House of Representatives of

Oregon, the Senate ¢ .. respectfully. represent this

Whereas the work of the United. States: Public Health Service and the
Federal Board for Vocatignal Education throughout distriet No. 13,
compris_lnia(]regon, Washington, and Idaho, has been and now is
serfously handieapped br the lack of sunitable buildings and grounds
for use in the hospitalization and retraining of d!saﬁed ex-service:
men of the World War; and 3

YWhereas representatives of the United Stntes Public Health Service
and. the Federal Board for Voeational Educatlon, coo ting in: the
name of humanity and the duty we owe: these men, ve examined
the Emmﬂ"nft the Federal Government located near Walll an:i
‘Waeh., and known- as Fort Walla Walls, now unoceupled, and’ found
the same ideally locnted for theic work, and containing buildings
which will house approximately 400 men and grounds embracing more:
than 600 acres of extremely fertile land; axuf

the State of
: That—

Whereas these buildings can be made ready for use very qnickly at a
nominal expense, the necessary funds for which being already avail-
able in appropriations made by the Federal Government for the hos-
_ﬁltaliznhnn and retraining of disabled ex-servies men ; anad

Whereas the United States Public Health Service and the Federal
Board for Voeatlonal Educatipn have most heartily indorsed the use
of the buildings and grounds &t Fort Walla Walla for hespitnlization
and retraining and desire to seenre immediate occupancy of same:
Therefore be it
Resoleed by the House of Reﬁa‘cspumﬁrm of the Stiate of Oregom

(the Senate comowrring), That the Congress of the United States be,

and it s hereby, memorialized to take the necessary steps to make tha

buildings nnd grounds at Fort Walla Walla available for- use.by the

Tnited States Public Health Service and the Federal Board for Voca-

flonal Edueation for the purpose abeve mentloned ; and be-it further
Resalved, That the scorctary of stote of Oregon be directed to transs

mit. by mail. a copy of this memorial to the Prosident of the Unlted

States Sennte and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the

United States and to each of the Senators: and Iepresentatives from

the State of Oregon im Congress,

Adopted by the senate: January 235, 1921, E
Ny W. BRIiTxem,
Presidient of the Senate.

Adopted by the house January 24, 1821,

Louis . Beay

Speaker of the H!nusc.
Indorseid : IMouse joiut memorinl Xo. 4.  Introduccd by Aessrs, HDam-
mond, Korell, Marsh, Johmson, Plerce, and Leonard. W. 1 Drager, chief’
clerk. Filed January 28, 1931,
Sax A, Kozzn,
Becretury of State.

Mr: MoNARY presented a resolution of the Legislature of
QOregzon relating to: the paper-mill industry, which was referred.

Itu the Committes on Manufactures,

[Ses resolution preceding, presented by Mr. SaErpan.]
Mpr., NELSON presented a resolutlen of the Helstein Friesian
Breeders' Asseciatlon; of Freebormr County, Minn., favoring an

| appropriation to carry en tuberculosis. eradication work among’

eattle, which was referred to the Committes on Agriculture and
Forestry.
He- also presented a memorial of the: Kondon Manufacturing:

1 Co., of Minneapolis, Minn,, remonstrating against the enactment:

of legislation placing a tariff of 10 cents per pound upon pigr
tin, which was referred to the Committee on Finnnce.
Mr. LODGE presented a resolution: of the O'Connell District

Council of the: American Association for'the Recognition of the:
Irish Republic, of Lowell, Mass,, protesting against the depo
|tion: of the lord mayor of Cork, Ireland, Donal J. O°Callaghan,
iwhich was referrad to the: Committee on: Foreign. Relntions.

rta-

Mr. CAPPER presented resolutions of the Rock Farmers’

| Union, Loeal No. 1083, of Roek, Kans.,, and Bache Loeal No. 225,

F. E. & €. U. of America, of Bache, Olkla,, favoring legislation

'to. prevent gambling; in- farm: products, which were referred to-
‘the Committee on Agrieulture and Foresiry.

He also presented a petition signed by sundry members of
the: Wilmington: Grange No. 1741, of Burlingame, Kans., praying
for the enactment of legislation to prevent gambling in farnu
products, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture:
and Forestry.

PLATTE RIVER A NONNAVIGADLE STREAJL

Mr. REED: Mr. President, from the Committee on Commerce:
I report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R.
10920) declaring Platte River to be a nonnaviguble stream, and:
L submit a report (Rept No. 7T32) thereom. I ask unanimous
consent for its: present consideration. The bill' will bring forth
no. discussion, I am sure., This is not a. river. It is really a
creek. It never was navigable and never will be made navigable,
The sole purpose of the hill is to place the stream in such shape-
that the State autliorities can control and handle it. The bill is.
reported by the eommittee unanimously and hos alrendy passed
the House. It has been reperted on favorably by the depart—

ment,

Myr. SMOOT. Does the Senator know for what reason the
stream was held to be navigable by the department?

Mr. REED. It was originally included ih. navigable streams
under- the broad general act.

Alr, SMOOT. T think it is Bell navigable just. tlie same as
many of ourlittle creels in the West are held navigable. It is-
because of the fact that the water from that stream flows into
a navigable stream, and so the ereek or the river itsell is held
to be a. navigable stream. T am perfectly willing that the bill
shall be :

Mr., MYERS. What stream is it, may I inqnire?

My, REED. Platte River, in the State of Missourl. It is.
not a river; it Is a creek.

The VICH PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr: McCUMBER. Mr. President, T think, inasmuch as. there
is objection to any upanimous-consent agreement upon an
equally important bill, until we can dispose of that during tlie
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morning hour I shall have to object to the consideration of any
bill, and T therefore object to this one.

Mr. REED. I hope the Senator will not do that.

Mr. PENROSE. I hope the Senator from Alabama will with-
draw his objection to my proposed unanimous-consent agree-
ment. We all are filled with hope.

Mr. MYERS. The Senator from Alabama has not yet ob-
jected, I understand, to the proposed unanimous-consent agree-
ment.

Mr. REED. Unanimous consent to vote upon an important
bill on which there is a division of opinion is one thing. This
bill affects g little stream and is in the interest of the people
there. It is purely a local matter, and it comes up on a unani-
mons report of the committee. The Congressman who intro-
duced the bill, which has been passed in the House, died a few
days ago, and I feel especially interested in carrying out this
little part of his work. I hope no Senator will object.

Mr. PENROSE. I am compelled to construe the objection
of the Senator from Alabama as an objection to the unanimous-
consent agreement. I had certainly a right to have it consid-
ered when I presented it, or now, or at any time,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will be perfectly candid with the
Senator from Pennsylvania. I think we should discuss the
question as to whether we shall have a unanimous-consent
agreement, We can not under the rules discuss it until the
morning business Is disposed of, because any Senator can object
and cut off the discussion. I am willing to discuss the Sen-
ator’s request when we reach that stage of the business in the
Senate when it can be talked about and discussed, but it can not
e done now, and therefore I Insist that the morning business
be transacted before we take up that question.

Mr. PENROSE. As I understand the rules and practice of
the Senate, however much the conservatism of the Senate may
have been shattered during recent years, I have a right or any
Senator has a right to ask for unanimous consent at any time.
I am strietly within my right in asking for the unanimous-
consent agreement now, just as much as the Senator from
Missouri is within his right in asking unanimous consent for the
consideration of the bill relative to the little river bill concern-
ing which he has made an appeal.

I can only construe the attitude of the Senator from Alabama
as one of direct and deliberate hostility to the consideration
of the unanimous-consent agreement at all, but I do not desire
to be disagreeable and In view of the fact that the river is a
small one and gives no promise of ever becoming larger, I shall
not object to the present consideration of the bill reported by
the Senator from Missouri.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10920) declaring
Platte River to be a nonnavigable stream, and it was read, as
follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Platte River in the State of Missouri be,
and the same is hereby, declared to be a nonnavigable stream within
the meaning of the Constitution and laws of the United Btates, and
Jurmtor; over said river is hereby declared to be vested In the State
of } uri.

Sec. 2. That the right of Congress to alter, amend, or repeal this
act 1s hereby expressly reserved.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
EMEBGENCY TARIFF—PROPOSED UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr, President, I understood the Senator
from Pennsylvania to hold that a unanimous-consent agreement
request under the rules of the Senate is in order at any time,
and to raise a point of order against the demand of the Senator
from Alabama for the regular order. I also understand that
a demand for the regular order can not be interposed as against
a privileged request under the rule, as the request for unanimous
consent is. y

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut may
have so understood it, but the Chair has not that understanding.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I have discussed the matter with the
Senator from Pennsylvania and he said that is his understand-
ing of it. I ask the Senator from Alabama whether he did
malke that point of order?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I understand that a demand for the
regular order is equivalent to an objection as to anything
that is not the regular order taking place. I merely desired to
let the Senator from Pennsylvania know that I did not wish
arbitrarily to attempt to cut him off at this time, but that I
wanted the morning business disposed of, which is the regular
order., When morning business is disposed of, if the Senator
then desires to renew his request for unanimeous consent, I
shall discuss it with him.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I wish to suggest to the
Chair that, inasmuch as the fixing of a date for the final vote

upon a bill under the rule has to be preceded by a quorum call,
the Senator can not object at this time. TUpon the suggestion
that a time be fixed for a final vote, under the rule, as I under-
stand it, a quorum should be summoned. If then the Senator
wishes to object, very well; but I make the point of order that
he ean not now object, and that he ean not now demand the
regular order so as to prevent the consideration of the request
for unanimous consent, which, under the rules, is privileged to
be made at any time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is what the Chair thinks:
The rule providing that “no request by a Senator for unani-
mous consent for the taking of a final vote on a specified dafe
upon the passage of a bill or resolution shall be submitted to
the Senate for agreement thereto until, upon a roll call ordered
for the purpose by the presiding officer, it shall be disclosed that
a quorum of the Senate is present,” when a proposed unanimous-
consent agreement is presented——

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair rule?

Mr, PENROSE. I ask for a roll call. In the confusion pre-
vailing in the Senate, and because of the fact that the Chair did
not seem to be making any ruling on the question, the matter
has drifted a little; but I certainly did not intend to lose my
right to the floor nor my right in connection with a privileged
motion. I desire to press the reguest for the unanimous-
consent agreement which has just been read, and, in accordance
with the rules, I ask for a roll call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to proceed
to rule. The rules of the Senate must be construed as the
Sherman antitrust law has been construed by the Supreme
Court, according to the rule of reason. So if it is apparent the
moment that a request for a unanimous-consent agreement is
presented that a Senator objects or is going to object, there is
absolutely no sense in having the roll called. From the very
inception of the adoption of the rule that has been the uni-
form action, both of the Senate and of the presiding officer.
Accordingly, the Senator from Alabama [Mr, UNpErwoop] hav-
ing given notice that he calls for the regular morning order,
the Chair construes that as an objection upon the part of the
Senator from Alabama to the unanimous-consent agreement.
Therefore, the Chair, unless ordered to do so by the Senate, will
not have the roll called for the purpose of ascertaining whether
or not a quorum is present.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I also wish to
suggest that the request for unanimous consent was not
formally submitted to the Senate by the Vice President, as is
contemplated by the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Always we have proceeded upon
the theory that we desire to do business. That has been a
violent assumption sometimes, of course, but we have always
proceeded upon that theory; and whenever it has appeared
that a Senator was going to object to a unanimous-consent
agreement, the Chair has not submitted it to the Senate.

Mr. PENROSE. The Chair certainly can not suffer under
that delusion in connection with the emergency tariff bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know anything
about the emergency tariff bill. The Chair has lost interest in
emergencies.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I distinctly understood the
Senator from Alabama to state that he did not object to the
consideration of the request for unanimous consent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. “At the conclusion of the regular
morning business,” the Senator from Alabama said.

Mr. SMITH of Georgla. If the Senator from Pennsylvania
will yield to me and allow me to say a word, I should like to
say that in a little over an hour and a half the tariff bill will
come before the Senate as the unfinished business. This is
Calendar Monday, and a number of Senators are interested in
bills on the calendar which can be disposed of under the five-
minute rule. There are also a number of Senators on this side
of the Chamber who will join the Senator from Pennsylvania in
adopting cloture, if necessary, in order to dispose of the tariff
bill. I will do so for one. I think that bill ought to be dis-
posed of, and that there ought to be a vote on it.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President—

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. One moment. If the Senator from
Pennsylvania will wait until 2 o'clock, he will find substantial
support on this side of the Chamber.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. As I understand, the Senator from Penn-
sylvania, of course, has no objection to the Senator from Ala-
bama objecting to entering into the unanimous-consent agree-
ment at the proper time; that is the privilege of the Senator
from Alabama ; but it seems to me that the Senator from Ala-
bama can not object to the consideration of the request or to its
being submitted to the Senate. When that is done, then he or
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any other Senator may object; but he ean not object to its being
submitted to the Senate, because, under the rule, it is privileged.
The rule provides that n unanimous-consent agreement may be
submitted to the Senate at any time. The rule does not except
the morning hour.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
ator refers to be found?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will find it for the Chair in a minute.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair should like to see it.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I saw it only the other day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. We have been proceeding upon the
theory that areguest for unanimous eonsent is a privileged mat-
ter. but it is not.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. A request for unanimous consent, being
in its pnature terminable by an objection, may be made at any
time without any serious delay in the business of the Senate, but
a Senator can not, while refusing to object, demand the regular
order, which demand proceeds upon the theory, of course, that
the request is not in order.

My, UNDERWOOD. I think the Senator from Connecticut is
getting very far afield when he discusses the question as a privi-
leged muatter. 1t is about as far from being privileged as any
matter could be. Instead of being a privileged matter, which
would entitle it to immediate consideration, it can not be consid-
ered at all unless every Senator in the Senate consents to it. So
it is far away from being a privilezed matter.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator from Alabama is in error
there. An ugreement may not be entered into by unanimous
consent unless every Senator agrees to it, but if 1 had time to
turn to Giliry's Precedents and Procedure I am quite sure I
saw it stated therein the other day that a request for unani-
mous consent was in order at any time; that it could not be
swept aside so as to prevent the consideration of the request by
the demand for the regular order, because it is in order at any
time; it is the regular order, just as a conference report is in
order at any time, but its consideration, of course, is subject to
the control of the Senate. It is, however, a privileged motion,
and, in fact, a motion of the highest privilege.

Mr, BIMMONS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen-
ator a question.

Mr. BRANDEGEE., I yield.

Mr, SIMMONS. Does the Senator think that it makes for
the orderly conduct of the business of the Senate to take unp
the question of whether unanimous eonsent shall be given to
vote upon a bill which is not gt the time of the request before
the Senate?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr, President, in many instances unani-
mous-consent agreements are devices to do away temporarily
with the barrier interposed by some rule of the Senate. The
unanimous-consent agreement is a device for accelerating and
promoting the business of the Senate, and it can not take any
time, because the moment it is preferred and a quornm is enlled
and it is before the Senate, if the request be to fix a day for a
finul vote, the objection of a single Senator to the request in-
sures that the business of the Senate shall be proceeded with,

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not making the point that it is not in
order to make the request at this time when we are engaged
in the morning business, but I am making the point that It
would be much more orderly and much more in conformity with
the usual practice of the Senate if such requests were submitted
only when the subject to which they relute is under considera-
tion by the Senate,

Mr. FLETCHER. I raise the point of order that gll this
discussion is out of order, because the Chair has held——

Alr. BRANDEGEE. I am discussing a point of order, which
is in order certainly.

AMr. FLETCHER, The Chair has held that this is not a
privileged question.

AMr. BRANDEGEE. But the point of order has been raised
that the demand for the regular order at this time is not in
order as agninst a request for unanimous consent. Of course,
1 have a right to discuss that guestion, if the Chair has a desire
to hear me,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I did not hear
the ruling of the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has not ruled upon the
question differently from what the Chair has uniformly ruled
since the particular rule of the Sendte with reference to unani-
mous-consent agreements has been in force. There may be an
appeal now taken from the ruling of the Chair, and the Senate
may settle its procedure for itself if it desires so to do. How-
ever, it has been ‘the ruling of the present eccupant of the chair
uniformly that during the morning hour a request for a4 nnani-
mous-consent agreement is not a privileged question; secondly,

VWhere is the rule to which the Sen-

that when a request for a unanimous-consent agreement is sub-
mitted, if it appears at once from the objection of a Senator that
it will not be consented to, the Chair has not ordered the call-
ing of the roll in order to determine the presence of a quorum
for the purpese of submitting the request to the Senate. If
those rulings do not comply as the sense of the Senate an appeal
will settle the question.

Mr, MYERS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator wish to appeal
from the runling of the Chair?

Mr. MYERS. T ask leave out of order to introduce a bill,

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made,

Mr, MYERS. Then, when may I introduce the bill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, let us get down to some-
thing. We are getting nowhere. The Chair eares nothing about
it. 1Is there going to be an appesl from the ruling of the Chair?
[A pause.] There is no appeal. .Are there further reports
of cominiftees?

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT CLERES.

Mr. REED. From the Committee on the Judielary I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (8. 4891) to amend
section 1 of an act approved February 26, 1919, entitled “An
act to fix the salaries .of the clerks to United Btates district
courts and to provide for their office expenses, and for other
purposes,” and T submit a report (No. 781) thereon. It is a
unanimous report by the committee, and I ask unanimous eon-
sent Tor the present consideration of the bill. I think it will
invoive mo discussion whatever,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthere any objection?

My, SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask that the bill go over. The
same question is now before the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. REED. No; the bill does not involve the guestion .of
salary. The title of the bill is misleading. Will the Senator
allow me to tell him what the bill provides?

Mr. SMOOT. If the title is misleading, I should be very glad
to have the Senator do so.

Mr. REED. The title of the bill is misleading, beeause it
refers to a bill that is to be amended. All there is in the bill
which has been reported is this: Prior to 1919 the district
Judges appointed their own clerks. In 1919 somebody slipped
in an amendment that contained this language:

Subject to the approval of the senior circuit judge for the clreuit in
which the distriet is situated.

This bill eliminates that language and allows a United States
dlst;lict judge to appoint his own c¢lerk. That is all there is to

1L

Mr. SMOOT. Then, I have no objection to its consideration,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded fo consider the bill, which was read, as
follows: *

Be 4t enacled, ete., That section 1 of the act approved February 26,
1019, entitled “An act to fix the salaries of the clerks of the United
States district courts and to provide for their office expenses, and for
other purposes,” is hereby amended to read as follows :

“SecTioN 1. That on and after the 1st day of July, 1018, all elerks
of the United States district courts shall be appointed by the judﬁ for
the district, or the senior ju if there be more than one juige the
district, and all fees and emoluments authorized by law to be paid to
the clerks of the United Btates distriet courts, except the clerks of
the district courts of Alaska, shall be charged as heretofore and shall
be collected, as far as possible, and paid into the Treasury of the
United States in such manner and at such times as hereinafter pro-
vided ; and such clerks shall be paid, In lieu of ‘the fees and emolu-
ments now allowed by law, an annual salary as hereinafter provided:
Provided, That this section shall not be construed to require or author-
fze fees to be eharged or collected from the Unlted States”

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

AMr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
ont amendment, and submitted reports thereon where indicated :

A bill (8. 4710) to aunthorize the Commissioner of the Gen-
eral Land Office to dispose of certain trust funds in his posses-
sion (Rept. No. 736) ;

A bill (8. 4749) to provide for the disposition of boron de-
posits (Rept. No, 737) ;

A bill (8. 4865) fixing the taxable status of lands received in
exchange for lands formerly embraced in the grants to the
Oregon & California Railroad Co. and the Coos Bay Wagon
Road Co. (Ilept. No. 788) ;

A bill (H. R, 1430) to authorize the addition of certain lands
to the Weiser National Forest, Idaho;

A bill (H. R. 2946) to amend acts to permit the use of the
right of way threugh the-public lands for tramroads, canals,

-and reservoirs, and for other purposes;
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A bill (H. R. 9028) to authorize the addition of certain lands
to the Nez Perce National Forest, Idaho;

A bill (H. R, 10434) to add certain lands to the Targhee Na-
tional Forest;

A bill (H. R. 11004) to grant certain lands to the board of
trustees of the village of Downey, State of Idaho, for the pro-
tection of its water supply; and

A bill (H. R. 13051) to add certain lands to the Lemhi Na-
tional Forest, Idaho.

Mr. SMOOT also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (8. 4864) to amend section 3 of an act
entitled “An act to provide for the leasing of coal lands in the
Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes,” approved October
24, 1914, reported it favorably with an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute, and submitted a report (No. 735) thereon.

Mr, McNARY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which
was referred the bill (S. 4511) authorizing the Secrefary of
War to grant a right of way over certain Government lands to
the State of Oregon for the Columbia River Highway, reported
it favorably with an amendment in the nature of a substitute,
and submitted a report (No. 733) thereon.

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce, to which was referred the bill (S. 4898) to amend the
transportation act, 1920, reported it favorably without amend-
ment.

Mr. STERLING, from the Committee on the Judiclary, to
which was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 233) giving
consent of the Congress of the United States to the States of
North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Towa, and
Nebraska, or any two or more of said States, to agree upon the
jurisdiction to be exercised by said States over boundary waters
between any two or more of said States, reported it favorably
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 734) thereon.

NAVAL BASE ON SAN FRANCISCO BAY (8. DOC. NO. 366).

Mr. BALL. From the speecial joint committee created by the
act of Congress making appropriations for the Naval Service for
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes, ap-
proved June 4, 1920, I wish to submit a report. The special
committee was directed to investigate the advisability of estab-
lishing, developing, and maintaining a naval base on San Fran-
cisco Bay. I ask that the report may be printed as a document.

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed
as a decument.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (8. 4941) for the enrollment and allotment of members
of the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Syperior Chippewas, in
the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 4942) for the relief of Clande Chandler (with ac-
companying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 4943) for the relief of John W. Millar (with an
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims,

A Dbill (8. 4944) granting a pension to James W. Murphy
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 4945) granting a pension to Sarah M. Brown (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 4946) granting a pension to Ida May Hollister
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FERNALD:

A bill (8. 4947) granting a pension to Viola Grover Libby
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. MYERS :

A bill (8. 4948) granting a pension to James Duffy; to the
Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. DIAL:

A bill (8. 4949) to authorize the building of a bridge across
the Santee River in South Carolina;

A bill (8. 4950) to authorize the building of a bridge across
the Peedee River in South Carolina ; and

A bill (8. 4951) to authorize the building of a bridge across
the Wateree River in South Carolina; to the Committee on
Commerce,

By Mr. GRONNA:

A bill (8. 4952) to increase the percentage of national forest
receipts to be paid to the Territory of Alaska; to the Committee
on Territories.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A Dbill (8. 4953) donating captured cannon and unloaded
projectiles to the Fleming-Jackson-Seever Post, No. 6, American
Legion, Atchison, Kans.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. OWEN:

A bill (8. 4954) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to
J. L. Holmes of certain land in the town of Whitefield, Okla.;
to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 4955) for the relief of the American Alliance In-
surance Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WOLCOTT :

A bill (S. 4956) creating the office of United States civil engl-
neer, and providing for the pay and retirement of such officers;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SPENCER :

A bill (8. 4957) for the relief of Dr. Demetrl Boyoucoglou;
to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. JONES of Washington : '

A bill (8, 4958) to regulate the retired pay of certain enlisted
men in the Coast Guard; to the Committee on Commerce,

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 249) authorizing the retirement
as warrant officers of certain Army field clerks and field clerks
Quartermaster Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

AMENDMENTS TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BORAH submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $8,000, to be immediately available, for the erection of
necessary buildings at the United States sheep experiment sta-
tion in Clark County, Idaho, ete., intended to be proposed by
him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which was referred to
thr? ?c:]tnmittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be
printed.

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the appropriation for collecting, publishing, and dis-
tributing information on the market supply and demand, com-
mercial movement, location, disposition, quality, condition, and
markel prices of live stock, meats, fish, and animal products,
dairy and poultry products, fruits and vegetables, peanuts and
their produects, grain, hay, feeds, and seeds, and other agricul-
tural produets, etc.,, from $£390,160 to $1,100,000, intended to be
proposed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and
ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $200,000 for continuing improvement by construction
of sea-wall extension from station 108 to a junction with the
souty jetty at Galveston Harbor, Galveston Channel, Port Boli-
var Channel, Texas City Channel, and Houston Ship Channel,
ete., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment providing for a survey of
the Rio Grande River at and near Brownsville, Tex., with a
view to bank protection, intended to be proposed by him to the
river and harbor appropriation bill, which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

ARTICLES BY ARTHUE MACDONALD.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I send to the desk
an order that I ask may be entered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

Ordered, That the Committee on Printing be discharged from the
further consideration of papers referred to it entitled * Scots and Scot-
tish Influence in Con 8, and “A Study of the United Btates Senate,”
by Arthur MacDonald, and that leave be granted to withdraw the said
articles from the files of the Senate.

Mr, UNDERWOOD, Mr, President, I will ask what that
order is about? \

Mr. JONES of Washington. Two papers, the titles of which
are designated in the order, were prepared by Mr, MacDonald,
They were presented to the Senate and referred to the Com-
mittee on Printing with a view to having them printed. The
Committee on Printing, I think, has decided not to report per-
mission to print them, and this order is to enable Mr. Mac-
Donald to get them back.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any reason why a com-
mittee of the Senate, prior to the making of a report, may not
return the papers? Does it take an order of the Senate to do
that?

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the order, because T
want to say frankly that the committee on several oceasions
has voted not to print the documents.

Ar. JONES of Washington. I desire to say that I asked Mr,
MacDonald if they could not turn the papers over to him,
and he said the clerk said they could not do so without an order,

Mr, SMOOT. That is true.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the order be entered, then. It
will do no harm,
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PRICE OF PRINT PAPER.

Mr. HARRIS, 1 ask for the consideration of Senate reso-
lution 436.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a
resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be
stated.

The Assistant Secretary read Senate resolution 436, submitted
by Mr, Hagris on the 26th instant, as follows:

Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission 1s hereby directed to
inquire into the price of print paper during the last year and ascer-
tain whether or not the newspapers of the United States are being
gubjected to unfair practices in the sale of print paper.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I should like to get a
little information as to the real purpose of this resolution. Is
it not a fact that the Federal Trade Commission, a compara-
tively short time ago, completed an investigation of this kind,
within at least a year or 18 months? This, of course, as I
understand, involves the expenditure of a great deal of money,
and I thought the newsprint-paper business had been pretty
thoroughly investigated in the last three years.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Federal Trade Commission
made this investigation between three and four years ago. They
have most of this information. At the present time most of
the manufacturing enterprises of the United States and Canada
are reducing the prices of their products, as the cost of produec-
tion has decreased, but the manufacturers of newsprint paper
are not only holding up the price but they are trying to get
agreements from the newspapers to set the price in the future.
It would not require any great expense, as the Senator from
New York thinks. The commission can get the information by
correspondence,

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, this question has been ex-
haustively considered for months, if not for years. The time
of the Senate is absolutely taken up with pressing matters; and
I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a word. I have no objec-
tion to the motion, but I want to say that I think the resolution
ought to go to the committee for the reason that the committee
already have before them volumes of reports made upon that
very subject; and I think before we enter into that expense
again‘a committee of this body ought at least to pass upon the
question as to whether they think there is any necessity for it.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President, I have no objection to this
resolution going to the Committee on Printing; but very re-
cently there has come to my knowledge certain information
touching the enormous profits of the manufacturers of print
paper, and if one tithe of what is said in that behalf is true,
certainly the public ought to know it. The profits are such as
to make the coal operators mere pikers in comparison.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Pennsylvania to refer the resolution to the
Committee on Printing.

The motion was agreed to.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 15872) making appropriations for the Diplo-
matic and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1922, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

ORDEE OF BUSINESS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any further morning busi-
ness? The morning business is closed.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, may I have an opportunity
now to take advantage of the generous offer of the senior Sena-
tor from Alabama [Mr. UxpErwoopn] to take up the unanimous-
consent agreement, and perhaps hear his views on it?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, President, I desire to make a parlia-
mentary inquiry. As I understand, the morning business hav-
ing been closed, business now coming before the Senate is open
to debate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no doubt about that,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the Senator makes his request, I de-
sire to make a statement about it after his request is preferred.

Mr. PENROSE. I suppose I ought to renew the request for
unanimous consent, Mr, President? I ask for information,

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is here on the table, and if there
is no objection the Chair will order the roll called to determine
ihie presence of a quorum.

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to have the proposal stated.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I think we can obviate
the calling of the roll for the present. If the unanimous-consent
agreenent is before the Senate, I desire to make a statement in
reference to it.

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yleld for
one moment until T make a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr, UNDERWOOD, I will

Mr. HARRISON. This being Calendar Monday, is it not the
order now, after the close of the morning business, that the
calendar shall be called until 2 o'clock?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the regular order.

Mr. HARRISON. I make the point of order then.

Mr. PENROSE. I am asking for unanimous consent.

Mr. HARRISON. And I make the point of order that the
request can not be made at this time; that the regular and
orderly procedure of the Senate is to call the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. This matter can be taken up by
unanimous eonsent now. Anything can be done by unanimous
consent.

Mr. PENROSE. I thought I had the assurance of the Sena-
tor from Alabama, the leader of the minority—one of the
leaders—that he would help me to get this matter up.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated to the Senator that after the
regular order I would discuss the matter with him, which I am
preparing to do. I will say to the Senator, though, that we
can avoid calling a quorum at this time. We had better discuss
the matter first, and then find out whether we will call a
quorum,

Mr. JOXNES of Washington.
regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar under Rule VIII?
vhilr. JONES of Washington. Yes; the calendar under Rule

II1.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has no remedy except
to held that the calendar under Rule VIII on Monday is in
order.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 1Is it not permissible for a Senator at
this time to prefer a request for unanimous consent?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the rule with regard to
Calendar Monday there is a specific proviso——

Mr, BRANDEGEE. My theory is that a request for unani-
mous consent is for the purpose of setting aside the rule. Of
course I am aware that the rule in regard to the order of busi-
ness is that at this time on Monday the calendar shall be
taken up; but where a Senator prefers a request for unanimous
consent I had supposed that under clause 3 of Rule XII, on
page 16, the roll was to be called, and, in the langnage of the
rule—

No request by a Senator for unanimouns consent for the taking of a
final vote on a specified date upon the passage of a bhill or joint reso-
lution shall be submitted to the Senate for agreement thereto until,
upon a roll eall ordered for the purpose by the presiding officer, it shall
be disclosed that a gquorum of the Senate is present—

And so forth. Now, the Senator from Pennsylvania has risen
and preferred a request for unanimous consent. Under the rule
that can not be submitted to the Senate until the roll is ecalled
and the presence of a quorum developed. If the roll can not
be called, and if the request can not be presented, that is one
thing. If the Senator from Pennsylvania can not rise in his
place and prefer a request for unanimous consent mow, I do
not know when he can. There is always some business before
the Senate, and the universal practice has been that when a
Senator obtained the floor and was recognized by the Chair
and preferred a request for unanimous consent, that was in
order at any time until it was determined whether or not the
Senate would grant his request for unanimous consent. Other-
wise, a request for unanimous consent never could be pre-
ferred.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair not 15 minutes ago ruled
upon this very question, gave the Senate full opportunity to
appeal from the ruling of the Chair, has not the slightest
interest whatever in the matter, and announced that if it
appeared that a Senator was going to object to a request for
unanimous consent the Chair never had so far ordered the roll
to be called. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes] now
objects and calls for Calendar Monday. It is the same as an
objection to the present consideration of this matter. There
ought to have been an appeal.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But, Mr, President, if the Chair will
excuse me, the Senator from Alabama did not give notice that
he would object.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then I will solve the question by
saying that I will object to the unanimous-consent agreement
until 2 o'clock, so that we can go on with the calendar until that
time.

Mr., BRANDEGEE., The Senator from Alabama said he de-
sired to discuss the unanimous-consent agreement.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the Senator from Washington
[Mr. JoxEs] who is objecting now and calling for the regular
Calendar Monday. What object there will be in ecalling the
roll, if nothing is to be done, the Chair can not see,

Mr. President, T demand the
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Mr. BRANDEGEE, Mr, President, I do not know what the
object of enforeing the rule would be, except that I assnme that
rules are to be enforced until they ure set aside; and the rule
provides that the request can not be submitted to the Senate
until after the roll is called. How can the Senator object to
it before it is submitted to the Senate?

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Chair a moment age made him-
self perfectly clear, he thinks, to every Senator, as to the rea-
son for the ruling of the Chair, and challenged an appeal from
the Chair. The Chair again challenges it, and again rules that
where it is perfectly apparent that a Senator is going to object,
and he enters an objection, there is no reason under the rule
why the Chair should have the roll called to determine whether
a quorum is present.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do net care to appeal from the ruling
of the Chair, but I differ from it; that is all.

Mr. LODGE. Has ohjection been made?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; by the Senator from 7Wash-
ington [Mr. Joxes].

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Washington did not give
notlee of an objection.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ealled for the regular order,
and gave notice that I would object.

ilr. LODGE. I understood that the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. SyaTH] gave the same mnotice.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I stated that I would object to unani-
mouns consent being given at this time, but would not at 2 o'clock.
1 object now because I think we ought to consider the calendar
under Rule VIII. There are a number of bills on the calendar
which can be disposed of in a few minutes; but at 2 o'clock I
would be in favor of the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr, LODGE. The consideration of these bills on the cal-
endar requires unapnimeus consent.

AMr., SMITH of Georgia. But a great many of them can be
disposed of in five minutes.

Mr. LODGE. If Senators can get unanimous consent.

AMr. SMITH of Georgia. There are a great many of them to
which there is no ohjectien, and in a little over an hour we
can get rid of a number of them; and at 2 -o'clock I will be in
favor of taking such action as is necessary to insure a vote
on the tariff bill, and, if necessary, I will join in voting for a
cloture te force a vote on it.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
the next order of business.

Mr. SMOQT. Mr. President, on last Monday the Senate
reached, under Rule VII, Calendar No. 630.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there any objection to com-
mencing at that point? The Chair hears none.

FORCIBLE ENTRY AND DETAINER.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (8. 4746)
to amend the act entitled “ An nct to estahlish a Code of Law
for the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 1801, and the
acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, in rela-
tion to foreible entry and detainer.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). The
question is, Shall the bill beé passed?

The bill was passed.

Mr. POINDEXTER subsequently said: Mr. President, in the
case of Calendar No. 630, Senate bill 4746, I move a reconsidera-
tion of the vote by which the bill was passed and ask that it
lie over under the rule,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will
be entered.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I do not recognize the bill by number,
and I would like to ask the Senator to state what it is about.

AMr. POINDEXTER. Tt is the District rent bill

AMr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, T ask unanimous
congent that we recur to Calendar No. 830 for the purpose of
disposing of the motion to reconsider.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

AMr. POINDEXTER. I object.

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION.

The bill (8. 4643) to amend an act entitled “An act te pro-
vide for vocational rehabilitation and return te civil employ-
ment of disabled persons discharged from the military or naval
forces of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved
June 27, 1918, as amended by the act of July 11, 1919, was con-
sidered as in Commiitee of the Whole, and was read, as fol-
lows: {

Ao it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for vocational rebabilitation and return to clvil employment of
disabled persons discharged from the tary or naval forces of the
Cnited States, and for other f"?‘“ ' approved June 27, 1D1B, as
gn]:londefl by the act of July 11, 1919, be | amended b read as
ollows :

* Bgc, 2. That every person -enlisted, enrolled, drafted, indu or
appointed in the milifary or maval forces of the United ‘States (includs

The ecalendar under Rule VIII is

appropriations made b
LE? beatl
Ba

Ing members of tralning camps authorized I:?' law), or in the milltary
or naval forces of any ally of the United Btates in the late war, if a
citizen of the Unit Etates immediately prior thereto and having
resumed such cltizenship If lost by reason of any oath or obligation
taken for the purposes of entering such allled service, who, since
April 7, 1917, has resigned or has been discharged or furloughed there-
from under honorable conditions, hmﬂni a disabllity, in the judgment
of the board, constituting a vocatlonal handicap, or of a degree of 10
per cent or more, incurred, increased, or avated while a member
of such forces, or later developing such a disabillty traceable, in the
opinion of the board, to service with such forces, and the widow or
d of an; such person whose husband or father has died since
a8 a result of an injury or disability incurr inereased,
or aggravated while a member of such forces, or tra in the
opinion of the board, to service therewith, shall be tnrniah:& by the
said board, where feasible, sunch course of vocational rehabilitation or
vocational and Senml edneation as the board shall prescribe and
rovide: Provided, however, That no widow shall be entitled to the
nefits of this section in the event of her fallure to commence a course
as herein provided prior to January 1, 1925, or In the event of her
remarriage : And provided further, That no course of vocational or
general education shall be hed hereunder to any child under 14
years or oyer 18 years of age.

That the board shall have the power, and It shall be its duty, fo
furnish the persons included in this section suitable courses of vocational
rehabilitation or wvocational and ge education, to be prescribed
and provided by it; together with such medleal service and treatment
during the perfod of training as in the judgment of the board shall be
pecessary ; and every person electing to follow a course shall, while
following the same, be paid by the said board

the Congren or carrying out the provisions of
vocational rehabilitation act such Judgm

d board i necessary for his maintenance and support and for the
maintenance and support of persons endent upon him, if any:
Providod, however, t in no event the sum so an adult,
without dependenis, while pursuln% 2 course, be more $100 per
mowth, or an adult, with dependents, $120 per month plus the several
sums prescribed as family allowances under section 204 of article 2
of the war risk insurance act, mor shall the sum so paid on account
of al:iv child pursuing a course be more than §50 per month: And
provided further, That payments made for the support and malntenance
of any child pursuing a course as herein provided shall be made
to his legally appoint rdlan or curator,-or in the event no person
ghall have 80 appointed the board mai. in its dlscretion, make
guch payments to the parent or othez{person aving the care or custody
of such child during his period training hereunder, The term
‘child ' herein shall include a legitimate child, a child legally
adopted prior to November 11, 1918, a stepchild, or an Illegitimate
child, it the deceased father bad been judicially ordered or decreed to
contribute to such child’s support at any time.

“ No compensation under acticle 3 of the act entitled ‘An act to
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the establishment of a
bureau of War Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” ' approved
October 6, 1917, or any amendment thereof, shall be paild glnlr the
period during which any wc?eipmm is being furnished by said board
a course and support as herein authorized: Provided, however, That
in the event any person purs a course is entitled under said
article 8 or any amendment thereof to ¢ nsation in an amount in
excess of the gfzmnts made by the sald rd for his support and
the support of dependents, if any, the Bureau of War Risk g.%sm'ance
ghall pay monthly to such person such additional amount as may be
pecessary to equal the total compensation due under said article 3 of
sald act or amendment thereof.

Mr. SMOOT. The same subject matter is now before the
Finance Committee, with a view of consolidating a number of
bills on the same subject, as they can not be disposed of to-day,
so I ask that this bill may go over.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Utah
is mistaken if he is referring to Senate bill 4643. I want to
explain the bill, and I do not think there can be any objection
to it when it is understood.

It is a bill for the amendment of the vocational fralning law
for the soldiers of the last war; it is reported by the Committee
on Education and Labor unanimously, is indorsed by the Ameri-
can Legion, and is one of the measures the soldiers are asking
for, It provides changes in the law for their benefit.

It changes the law in only four respects. First, as the law
now is if American boys went into other armies, for instance
the Canadian Army, and were injured, they can not receive
vocational training here. There were many American boys in
the other armies. I know that at the charge at Vimy Ridge
there were 7,000 American boys who went up that hill and
helped to capture Vimy Ridge. If any of those boys were in-
jured so that they would have a vocational handicap, they could
not receive vocational training in the United States; they
would have to go to Canada for the training.

The second point is that the widows of men who were killed
in the war would, under the amendment we are proposing, be
entitled to vocational training. I am unable to say how many
of them there would be. I think there are some 20,000 receiving
compensation from the bureau now.

The third point is that mediecal attention would be given to
the boys who are in during the time they are in
training. That can not be done now.

The fourth point, which is more complicated, and which T
have therefore kept until the last, is that under section 2 of'
the act soldiers who have a vocational handieap can receive
vocational training with maintenance. Under section 3 sol-
diers can receive vocational training without maintenanece, if
they are entitled to compensation. Under the war-risk insur
ance act they are entitled to compensation if they have a 10
per cenf disabllity,
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Oceasions have arisen where men have been injured in exactly
the same way, having practically the same injury, and in one
instance they would be entitled to vocational training with
maintenance, and in the other without maintenance, because it
might not amount to a 10 per cent disability.

We have filed a report, which I think is rather interesting,
setting forth this situation clearly, and showing swhere two
men having the same injuries, how in one case the man could
have vocational training with maintenance, and in the other
without maintenance. That leads to irritation. It is one of the
things the soldiers do not like.

Those are the four points, Mr. President, which are covered
in these amendments, a substitute for section 2 of the old act.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this bill is another illustration
of the fact that Congress must consolidate the Voeational
Training, the Public Health Service, and the War Risk Bureau.
To-day they are all working at different angles and wunder-
taking to reach, in some cases, the same point, but in different
ways and under different control. The House has passed a
bill with a number of these provisions in it. That bill is now
before the Finance Committee of the Senate, If this bill passes,
being a Senate bill, it will go over to the House, and the House
will simply say, * We have acted upon the matter already.”

I have not any objection to the bill itself, if the Senate wants
to pass it and send it over to the House, but I take this occa-
sion to state that sooner or later Congress will have to place
these three agencies of the Government under one control.

Mr., KENYON. That is true.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, even if the statement just
made by the Senator from Utah is correct—and I believe it is—
that in the course of time these activities will, in the interest of
the sick and disabled soldiers, be consolidated under one con-
trol, there is no justification for Congress in deferring the bene-
fits of this proposed measure to former service men until Con-
gress chooses to act on the measure the Senator from Utah has
in mind. I believe the bill ought to pass, and that it ought to
Pass now.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I think we will all
agree with the Senator from Ufah that something ought to be
done toward consolidating these various agencies, but in the
meantime the committee of which the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Kexyox] is chairman had this bill before it, studied the subject,
believed that it temporarily, at least, simplifies the work, and
does justice at certain points which the present legislation does
not reach. The committee unanimously approved the bill, and
I hope the Senate will pass it pending the accomplishment of a
still greater good along the lines suggested by the Senator from
Utah.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported with
an amendment, which will be stated.

The amendment was to add, at the end of the bill, the follow-
ing additional proviso:

Provided further, That any person authorized under the provisions
of this act to tnke vocational tralning must make application therefor

thin 18 months from the time this present act in the nature of an
amendment to section 2 becomes effective.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN WEST VIRGINIA.

The bill (8. 4516) providing for the appointinent of an addi-
tional district judge for the southern judicial distriet of the
State of West Virginia, was announced as next in order, and
was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the President of the United States, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate; shall appoint an additional
judge of the district court of the United Smﬂa'fnr- he southern judicial
district of the State of West Virginia, who shall possess the same power,
perform the same duties, and receive the same compensation and allow-
ances as the present judge of said district.

8rc. 2, That whenever o vacancy shall occur in the office of the dis-
trict judge for the southern district of West Virginia, senior in commis-
slon, such vacancy shall not Le fllled, and thereafter there shall be but
one district judge in the said district,

Mr. THOMAS. Let the bill go over.

Mr., NELSON. Mr. President, I would like to make a brief
statement with reference to the bill. The district judge in the
sonthern judicial district of West Virginia has been paralyzed
and incapacitated for more than a year, the docket is congested,
and all business in the court Is in a state of stagnation. For the
last year two circuit judges have been obliged to attend and
hold the district court in the southern district of West Virginia.
The judge is in a sanitorium, perfectly helpless, with no pros-

pect of his recovery. The bill simply provides for an additional
Jjudge, who is to remain on the bench and preside, and when the
district judge dies or retires or leaves the bench this man will
take his place. It does not increase the number of judges. It is
a case of great urgency, and I trust there will be no objection
to the consideration of the bill.

Mr. THOMAS, If the Senator is sure that his last statemenr,
that is, that upon the death of the invalid judge this appointee
will simply take his place, and that it will not result in the
appointment of a second judge, I shall withdraw my objection.

Mr. NELSON. It does not involve a permanent increase,
This judge simply is to aet while the other judge is disabled.
There will not be an additional judge when he retires or dies,

Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw the objection.

There being no objection the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The Dbill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

OSAGE CIVILIZATION-FUND CLAIM.

The bill (H, R. 6221) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in the Osage
civilization-fund claim of the Osage Nation of Indians against
the United States, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and was read as follows:

Bg it enacted, ete., That the claim of the Osage Tribe of Indlans
against the United States for moneys due, arls!ng out of the sale of
Osage lands under the treaty of September 29, 1865, proclaimed Jan-
aary 21, 1867 (14 Stats. L., 687), shall be submitted to the Court of
Claims, with the right of appeal o the Supreme Court of the United
States by either party, for the amount due or claimed to be due said
tribe from the United States for the misappropriation of any of the
funds of the said tribe, or for the fallure of the United States to pay
the tribe any money due under said treaty; and jurisdiction 1s hercby
couferred upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine, as right and
justice may require, and as upon a full and fair arbitration, the clalm
of said tri ainst the United Stateg, notwithstanding lapse of time
or statutes of limitation, and also any legal or eﬁuitnb]e defense, set-off,
or counterclaim, including gratuities, which the United Stutes may have
ai-.:linet sald Osage Tribe, and to enter judgment thercon: Provided,
That if it be found that the United States Government has wrongfully
appropriated any part or parcel of the lands or the funds of said Osage
Tribe of Indians, judgment for damages In respect thereto, if any,
shall be confined to the value of the land, or the amount of funds, at the
time of sald appropriation, together with interest at the rate of 5 per
cent per annum thcreon to the date of the decree of the Court of Claims
rendered in respect thereto, less any legal or equitable set-offs or
counterclaims, including gratuities, which the United States Govern-
ment may have agai the gald Osage Tribe of Indians. The judg-
ment of {he Court of Claims in this matter rendered, when satisfied,
ghall annul and cancel all claims and title of said Osage Tribe in and
to said Jands and funds, as well as all other matters and things ad-

dicated and authorized to be adjudieated by the Court of Claims, as

erein provided. Such action in the Court of Clalms shall be presented
bg a single petition, to be filed within two years after the l])assuge of
thiz act, miking the United States party defendant, and shall set forth
all the facts on which the Osage Tribe of Indians bases its clalm for
recovery ; and the sald petition may be verified by the authorized at-
torney or attorneys of the tribe, employed under contract approved by
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior,
as Erm’ided by law, upon’ information or belief as to the exlstence of
such facts, and no other statements or verifications shall be necessary.
Official letters, papers, reports, and %\bllc records, or certified copies
thereof, may be used as evidence. hatever moneys may be found
to be due the tribe under the provisions of this act, less attorney’s
fees, shall be segregated and glac«l to the credit of the indlvidual in-
dians: Provided further, That the Court of Claims shall decree such
fees as the court shall find to be reasonalle to be paid to the attorney
or attorneys employed by the tribe, and in no case shall such fees
exceed the amonnt stipulated in the approved contract nor amount to
more than 10 per cent of the amount and value of the judgment
recorded in said cause.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS. -

The bill (S. 4826) to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An
act to incorporate the American National Red Cross,” approved
January 5, 1905, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,
and was read, as follows:

De it enacted, ete., That section 5 of the act for the incorporation of
the American National Red Cross, approved January B, 1905, bLe, and
the same hereby is, amended so that the executive committee of the
central committee shall consist of nine instead of seven persons, five
of ,whom shall be 2 quoram.

EC. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President, I would like*to state with refer-
ence to this bill that its purpose is to increase the number of
directors of the American Red Cross from seven to nine in order
to make it possible for them to more easily secure a quorum. It
is a very difficult matter for them always to secure a quorum
of five out of a total directorate of seven. The bill simply adds
two in order to make it easier to obtain a quorum.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,
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DRAINAGE OF INDIAN ALLOTMENTS, FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES.,

The bill (H. R. 517) amending an act to provide for drainage
of Indian allotments of the Five Clvi.}lzed Tribes, approved
March 27, 1914 (38 Stats., 310, Publie, No. 77), was considered
as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That public act No. T7 (88 Stats., 310}, approved
Afarch 27, 1914, an act to provide for drainage of Indian allotments of
the Five Civilized Tribes, be, and is hereby, amended so as to read
as follows :

“That whenever a drainage district 1s organized in any county in
the Five Qivilized Tribes of the State of Oklahoma, under the laws of
{hat State, for the purpose of draining the lands within such distriet,
the Secretary of the Interfor is anthorized, in his digeretion, to pay
from the funds or moneys arising (rom any source under his controi or
under the control of the United States, and which would be prorated
to such allottee, the assessment for h‘minage purposes agalnst an&
Indian allottee or npon the lands of any allottee who is not subje
to tnxation, or whose lands are exempt m taxation or from assess-
ment for taxation under the {reaties or agreements with the tribes
to twhich such allottes may beleng, or under any act of Congress
and such amount so pald out shall be charged against such allottee’s

ro rata share of any funds to his credit under the control of the
gecremry of the Interior or the United States: Provi That the
Sceretary of the Interior, before paying out such funds ghall designate
some person with a knowl of the sabject of drainage to review the
schedunles of assessment st cach fract of land and io review the
land assessed to ascertain whether such Indlan ato or his lands not
subject to taxation, have been assessed more than their pro rata
as compared with other lands located in said district similarly gituated
and deriving like benefits, And if such Indian lands have been assessed
justly when compnred with other assessments, then in that event said
funds shall be paid to the Egoper county in which eaid age distriet
may be organized, or, in the option of the Secrefary of the Interior, to
the construction company or bondholder shown to be entitled to the
funds arising from: such assessment: Provided furtlier, That in any
event such assessment on any Indian allotment shall not exceed 825
per acre, and no such assessment shall be made unless the Indian
allottee affected, or his legal guardian, shall conmsent therefo: And
Erut'idcd further, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to

sprive any allottee of right which he might otherwise have indi-
v%uailly E apply to th:mc*ua for the purpose of having his rights
adjudicated.”

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I eall attention to line 10, on
page 2 of the bill. Tt does not seem to me to be a proper
provision. It provides that—

Such amonnt so pald out ghall be against such allottee's pro
rata share of any funds to his eredit under the control of the Secretary
of the Imterior or the United States.

That is rather an ambiguous provision. I lave never seen
words like that tised before. I think we ought to sirike out
the words *or the United States.” I move, in line 10, on page 2,
to strike out the words “or the United States.'”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PorspexTeR in the ehair).
The proposed amendment will be stated.

The AssisTANT Seorerary. The Senator from Utah moves to
strike out, in line 10, the words “or the United States,” so as
to read:

against such allottee's pro
rugxu §§a'§’333“fn§“:3§ffs.‘i¥nﬁmt ctt:lﬁg' dﬂm uonmsl?lot theBSecretzxy
of the Interior. ;

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, may I invite the attention of
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] to a provision in the
bill which I believe in effect would, if adepted in the form in
which it now is, accept the statement of any person as to tlie
value or the cost of drainage. Does not the Senater thinl it
would be better that this particular work should be done by
the Iteclamation Service or by some agency of the United
States?

Mr. OWEN. Whatever arrangement is made is made so that
{he landholders, who are intermingled with these other lands,
must consent, and it must be along lines that would safeguard
their intercsts. Desides that, it must meet with the approval
of the Secretary of the Interior, who safeguards particularly by
his representatives on the ground the interests of all.

AMr. GRRONNA. If I heard eorrectly the reading of the provi-
sion, It recites that it ean be done by any person having some
knowledge of the particular work.

Mr. SMOOT, It does not even go that far.
reads:

That in any event such assessment on any Indian allotments shail
not excecd £25 per sere, and no such assessment shall be made unless
the Indian allottee affected or his legal gnardian shall consent thereto.

In other words, the bill does not provide any means of finding
out beforehand whether the assessment would show that the
drainage would be less than $25 per nere. I think the Senator
from North Dakota is right in pointing out that feature.

In other words, if the Indian allottee affected or his legal
guardian shall consent thereto, it may afterwards be found
through an investigation by some agency that it will eost more
than $25; it may cost $100; and then the Indian allottee will
be against a proposition ef it costing not $25 but it may cost
$100, and it would be impossible for him to pay it. The Senator
from Oklalioma [Mr. OweN] suggests to me that we strike out
the provision beginning on line 25, page 2, down to and including

The proviso

the svord “ thereto” in line 3, on page 3.
ment,

The PRESIDING OFFPICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AssIsTANT SECBETARY. 'The Senator from Utah moves to
strike ont, beginning in line 25, on page 2, the words:

Provided further, That in any event such asscssment on any Imdian
allotment sball not exceed $25 per aere, anid no such asscsament shall ba
made unless the Indian allottee affected, or his legal guardlan, shall con-
sent thereto: 4And.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Benate 4s amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill fo
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ALBERT H. BAYNOLDS.

The bill (8. 634) for the payment of ceriain money to Albert
H. Raynolds was announced as next in order and was read, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and be Ia
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Albert H. Raynolds, or his
personal vepresentatives, out of any momney in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the sum of $2,290.49, for and on account of two
United: States Indian vouchers in the amounts, respectively, of $907.08
and $1,382.51, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per annumn
in the sum of £3,634.58, which vonchers were issued on the 26th day of
March, 1877, to Dw[iht J. McCann, an Indian freight contractor, an:d
cashed b%r ihe said Albert H. Raynolds, and which sald vouchers wers
allowed for payment by the Commissioner of Indlamw Affairs on the 2d
day of May, 1877, and afterwards refused.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with an amendment to strike out, in lines 8, 9, and
10, the words * with interest thereon at tbe rate of G per cent
per annum in the sum of $5,634.58."

Mr. SMOOT. I would like to have the Senator reporting the
bill or the Senator introducing it make an explanation of it a
little more in detail than the report shows, Neither one of the
Senators is on the floor at this time; and therefore: I ask that
the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.,

ADDIE MAY AULD AND ARCHIE' WILLIAM AULD,

The bill (8. 3737) to carry out the provisions of an act ap-
proved July 1, 1902, known as the act entitled “An act to accept,
ratify, and confirm a proposed agreement submitted by the Kan-
sas or Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, and for other purpeses,” and
to provide for a seftlement to Addie May Auld and Archie Wil-
llam Anld, who were enrolled as members of the said tribe
affer the lands and money of said tribe had been divided, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with amendments.

The amendments were, on page 2, line 4, before the word
“ geres,” to strike out “five’ and insert *“ten ™; in line 10, be-
fore “ acres,” to strike out * five” and insert *ten'; and after
the word “ mentfened,” in line 10, to insert * in full settlement
of all allotment rights and back anmuilties that may be due
them,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 1s
hereby, authorized and directed to ascertain the reasonable and fair
value of the 160 acres of land reserved by article T of the net entitied
“An act to accept, ratify, and confirm a proposed agrecment submitted
by the Kansas or Kaw Indians of Oklahoma, and for other purposes,”
and known as the school farm, exclusive of the tlhiree buildings known
as the office building, mission building, and school building, and sacl
an amount of land not exceeding 10 acres as he deems necessayy for
gchool purposes; and he i3 further authorized and empowered to make
a seltlement with Addle May Auld and Archie Willlam Anld and to
convey to both or either of them said school farm above referred to,
exclusive of the three buildings and the tract of land not exceeding 10
acres above mentioned, in mﬁ' settlement of all allotment rights and
back annuities that may be due them. The land conveyed and money
found due shall be subject to the same restrictions as were provided in
said allotment act. That In order for the Secretary of the Interfor to

I move that amend-

earry out provisions of this act he be, and is hereby, authorized
to use money now nding to the credit of the Kansas or Kaw
Tribe of ag a tribe.

The amendments were agreed to.

The hill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF NEW CARLISLE, IND.

The bill (H. It. 8881) for the relief of the First Nutional Baunk
of New Carlisle, Ind., was considered as in Committee of the
Whele, and was read as follows:

Ba {t enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, anthorized and directed to pay to' the First Natlonal Rank of
New Cariisle, Ind.,, agents of the Treasur annrtmenf‘ for the sale
of war savings stamps and thrift stamps, the sum of $023.25, to relm-
purse said bank for war savings stamps and thrift stamps lost on ae-
count of burglary during the month of April, 1918,
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Mr. SMOQT, Mr. President, there is nothing in the bill to
provide that a bond shall be given to the Government of the
United States in twice the amount of the stamps stolen. It
seems to me the Government of the United States ought to
have scwe kind of protection by the bank giving a bond for the
amount of money pald, so that in case the bonds are turned in
or are found in the hands of an innocent purchaser, the Gov-
ernment would be held harmless. I move to insert at the end
of the bill the following proviso:

Prorided, That a Lond be given to the United States in twice the
amount of the sum named as security for the money paid by the Gov-
ernment of the T nited States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Lei the Chair understand
whether or not an amendment should be proposed inserting the
words “ out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated.” It is suggested by the clerks at the desk that the
bill should contain those words.

Mr, SMQOT. That amendment ought to be wmade, and I
offer it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AssistaxT SECRETARY. The Senafor from Utah moves
to amend, in line 4, after the word “paid,” by inserting the
words “ out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate a&s amended, snd the
amendments were coneurred in.

The anvendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

JOSE RAMON CORDOVA.

The bill (H. R. 1034) for the relief of Jose Ramon Cordova
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the
Secretary of the Treasury to pay te Jose Ramon Cordova, of
Cortez, Colo., $1,005 for injuries by gunshot while serving as
deputy marshal in the arrest of renegade Indians gt Blufl City,
Utah, February 21, 1915,

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, I wish to ask the chairman of
the Committee on Claims if the department recommends the
payment of the amount earried in this bill?

Mr. SPENCER. No; the department does nof.

Mr. SMOOT. I have been trying to find such a statement in
the report on the bill, but I do not sece it.

Mr. SPENCER. The department has made ne recommenda-
tion on the bill

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Utah
will find in the report a letter of Secretary of the Treasury,
Mr. McAdoo. It seems to me this is a very meriforious claim,
and I trust there will be no objection to its approval by the
passage of the Dbill, N

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator from Missouri call my atten-
tion to the place at which Secretary McAdoo makes such a
recommendation?

Mr, PHIPPS. The Senator will find the Secretary’s letter on
the last page of the reporf.

Mr. SPENCER. It is on page 4 of the report. The letter of
the Secretary sets out the facts, but makes no recommendation
one way or the other.

AMr. SMOOT. I will ask the Secretary to read the letter of
W. G. McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury, which is found on

page 4 of the report.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Assistant Seeretary read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
OFFIcE OF THE SECRETAIY,
Washingten, January 22, 1907,
Hon, E. W. Pov

Chairmen Commitice on Claims, Hause of Representatives.

Alx DeAr CoXGRESSMAN : In reply to your communication of the 6th
jnstant, inclosing, for report thereon, copy of H. R, 18809, Sixty-fourth
Congress, seconil session, “A bill for the relief of Jose Ramon Cor-
dova,” proposing an sppropriation of $5,000 to Jose Ramon Cordova for
injuries received while sorrin:ilas deputy marshal at Blult City, Utah,
I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a report of the Auditor
for the Etate and Other Departments of the 10th instant, sta that
sald Cordovan was employed from Feb 17 to March 9, 1915, and
that the account of Aguila Nebeker, United States marshal, district of
Utah, for the guarter ended June 30, 1915, shows that Jose Ramon
Cordova wnas employed as one of a number of posse men en,
assisting to arrest an Indian named Tna-ne-ga% alias Everett N
indicted for murder by a Federal grand jury in the district of Colorado.

The auditor calls attention to Ifonse RHeport No. 137, B
Congress, first session, on II. It. 5720, for the relief of Dr. B, B. John-
gon, in which it is stated that Jose Ramon Cordova was seriously
wounded February 21, 1915, while in the discharge of his duty and was
under the constant care of Dr, Johnson for 26 daya thereafter.

It is suggested that the Department of Justice may have information
relating to the ease.

ery truly, yours,
W. G. McApgo, Secretary.

; Mr. OVERMAN. Let that bill go over until I may examine
nto it.

Mr. PHIPPS. I trust the Senator from North Carolina will
not press the objection. It is only a small bill.

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to leok into the question which is
involved. There are many people being injured or killed now
while performing such duty, and I should like to examine the
matter. .

Mr, PHIPPS. I trust the Senator from North Carolina will
give the matter his attention during the ensuing week, in order
that action may be had on the bill before the end of the Con-
gress,

Mr. OVERMAN. I will take the matter up immediately.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill
goes over. ‘

ANNIE M. LEPLEY,

The bill (H. IR, 1321) for the relief of Mrs. Annie M. Lepley
was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. StTHERLAND in the chair).
The bill will be passed over.

JOHN K. ASHLEY, JR.

The bill (H. R. 1790) for the relief of John K. Ashley, jr.,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the
Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money heretofore
appropriated for the purchase of a site and construction of a
building to be used by the Government as a post office and
for other purposes at Sandpeinf, Idaho, $40, in full compensa-
tiom of claim of John K, Ashley, jr., for gervices rendered and
money expended in connection with the preliminary survey and
examination of a site that is being considered as the site of
such building,

Mr., SPENCER. Mr. President, 1 desire to suggest to the
Senator from Utah that the bill involves only the sum of $40.

Mr. SMOOT. No objection has been made to the bill,

Mr. SPENCER. I thought the Senator from Utah had ob-
Jjected to its consideration.

Mr. SMOOT. No.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ATATDE H. MOSHER,

The bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Maude H. Mosher was
announced as next in order. :

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

TRANSPORTATION OF EXPLOSIVES.

Mr, TOWNSEND. Mr. President, if it will not inconvenience
any Senator, I should like to ask unanimous consent that the
Senate consider at this time the next to the last bill on the
calendar. It is a bill which has passed the other House unani-
mously, and has been unanimously reported by the committee
of the Senate. The biil proposes to amend the existing ex-
plosives act by including within its provisions certain high
explosives which are now omitted from that act, and which by
their use on passenger trains have resulted in many serlous ac-
cidents. The proposed amendment is simply to expand the
present act by a broader definition and a more clear separation
of the different classes of explosives which may be carried by
passenger trains. It is important that the bill be enacted, and
I ask unanimous consent that it may be now considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill named by the Senator?

Mr. LENROOT. While the bill may be on the calendar, 1 do
not find it on my file. Probably it was only reported to-day.

Alr. TOWNSEND. No; it was reported several days ago. It
was reported last Saturday. If there is objection to its consid-
eration, however, I will withdraw the request.

Mr. LENROOT. I think the bill had better go over.

AMr. BORAH, The bill is on ihe calendar and is Order of
Business No. 692,

Mr. LENROOT. It is on the calendar, but if has not been
placed in our files.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin object to the present consideration of the bill?

AMr. LENROOT. I object to its consideration for the present.

JOSEPH A. PRAT.

The bill (H. R. 3210) for the relief of Joseph A. Prat was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Seere-
tary of the Treasury to pay to Joseph A. Prat, of New Orleans,
La., $44589, being the amount of stamps, stamp books, and
stamp rolls stolen from him while chief stamp clerk at the
New Orleans post office in the mwonth of February, 1915, and
thus lost by him syithout fault on his part, and which amount
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was thereafter by him paid to the Government out of his own
funds. -

The bill was reporied to the Senate svithout amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LEMUEL STOKES.

The bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of Lemuel Stokes was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole., It directs the Secretary
of the Treasury to pay to Lemuel Stokes, late of Company C,
Forty-fifth IRlegiment United States Colored Infantry, $300, be-
ing commutation money received from him, he having after-
wards enlisted.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FIRST STATE BANK OF KERRVILLE, TEX.

The bill (H. R. 7050) for the relief of the First State Bank
of Kerrville, Kerr County, State of Texas, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte,, That there is hereby appropriated, out of any
moneys in the Treasury nct otherwise appropriated, the sum of $404.91,
which, npon an investigation and reasomable proof to the Becretary of
the Treasury, shall be paid by the Becretary of the Treasury to the
First State Bank ef Kerrville, county of Kerr, State of Texas, this
beinﬁ the amount of damages sustalned by said bank growing out of
the loss of war sn.vimis stamps or certificates which were mailed by
the said Kerrville bank to the Federal reserve bank at Dallas, Tex.,
and which were lost in transit or in some other manner not known to
claimant, but which amount,bas:mi.ﬂl. upon loss of the same, was de-
duected from the Kerrville nk's certificate of indebtedness by the
Federal reserve bank at Dallas,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no chbjection to the bill
if there be added to it an amendment similar to the one added
to the bill passed a few moments ago, requiring that bond in
double the amount be given as security to the Government of
the United States. Therefore, at the end of the bill I move to
add the following proviso:

Provided, That a bond be given to the United States for double the
sum named as security for the money paid by the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. R. 9843) to carry into effect the findings of the
Court of Claims in favor of Myron C. Bond, Guy M. Claflin, and
Edwin A. Wells was announced as next in order, and was read.

Mr, SMOOT. I ask that the bill go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BHIPOWNERS & MERCHANTS TUGROAT CO.

The bill (H. R. 11066) for the relief of the Shipowners &
Merchants Tugboat Co. was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the
Shipowners & Merchants Tugboat Co. $2,233.14 for damages to
their tug, the Sea Rover, when she was run into by the quarter-
master steamer General McDowell, of the United States Army,
on the night of November 21, 1917, off Black Point and between
Black Point and Aleatraz Island, in San Francisco Bay, Calif,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN E. MOORE CO.

The bill (H. R, 11572) for the relief of the John E. Moore
Co. was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the clalm of the John K, Moore Co., a cor-
gomttou organized and existing under the laws of the State of New

ork, and aoin;i{business in the city and State of New York, owner of
the tug E. M., Millard, ngailnst the United States for damages all
to have been caused by collision between the said tug and the United
States Navy scow No. 8 in Wallabout Basin, in the navy yard, Brook-
lyn, N. Y., on the 8th day of August, 1919, may be sued for by the
sald John E. Moore Co. in the district court of the United States for
the eastern district of New York, sitting as a court of admiralty and
acting under the rules governing such court, and said court shall have
Jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit and to enter & judgment or
decree for the amount of such damages and costs, if any, as shall be
found to be due against the United States in favor of the John E.
Moore Co,, or against the John E. Moore Co. in favor of the United
Btates, upon the same principles and measures of liability as in like
cases in acmiralty between ptivate parties and with the same rights of
appeal : Provided, That such notice of the suit sghall be given to the
Attorney General of the United States as may be provided by order of
the said court, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney General to
caunse the United States attorney in such district to appear and defend
for the United States: Provided further, That sald suit ghall be brought
nll;iﬂ coglmenced withiin four months of the date of the passage of
ithis ac

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the provision in regard to enter-
ing judgment ought to go out of the bill. In all of the others
we have stricken it out, and I ask that it be stricken out of this
bill :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by
the Senator from Utah will be stated.

The ReApiza CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the follow-
ing words:

And said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine such
suit and to enter a judgment or decree for the amount of such damages
and costs, If any, as shall be found to be due against the U:ﬂﬁ‘d
States in favor of the John B. Moore Co., or against the John B. Moore
Co. in fayor of the United States, upon the same principles and meas-
ures of liability as in like cases in admiralty between private parties
and with the same rights of appeal.

Mr. WADSWORTH. DMr. President, may I ask the Senator
a question? I have not a copy of the bill before me; but what
would then be left for the court to do?

Mr. SMOOT. To find the facts in the ease.
are drawn in the same way.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ALBERT T. IIUSO.

The bill (H. R. 12333) for the relief of Albert T. Huso was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Albert T. Huso, of Joice,
Worth County, Towa, $750.39, in full compensation for his claim
for loss by burglary March 12, 1813, and October 2, 1913, from
the post office at Joice, Iowa.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ALEBERT H, RAYNOLDS,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I was necessarily
detained from the Chamber for a while this morning. I ask
unanimous consent to revert to Order of Business 640, which is
a bill for the payment of certain money to Albert H. Raynolds.
There is quite a concise report from the committee, and I think
the bill will not lead to any discussion at all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say to the Sena-
tor from New Mexico that that bill was passed over on objec-
tion.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
stand, owing to my absence.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection was made to the bill,
and on that account it was passed over.

Mr. SMOOT, I objected to the consideration of the bill, as
I wanted to ask the Senator certain guestions. I have no objec-
tion to the consideration of the bill, if the Senator desires it, at
this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to returning
to Order of Business 640? The Chair hears none.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the Dbill (S. 684) for the payment of certain money to
Albert H. Ilaynolds, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he ls
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Albert H, Raynolds, or his per-
sonal representatives, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwisa
appropriated, the sum of $2,200.49, for and account of two United
States Indian vouchers in the amounts, respectively, of $007.08 and

1,382,561, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per annum
n the sum of §5,684.58, which vouchers were isaue:? on the 26th day of
Mareh, 1877, to Dwight J. MeCann, an Indian frelight contractor, and
caghed by the sald Albert H. Raynolds, and which said vouchers were
allowed for payment by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on the 2d
day of May, 1877, and afterwards refused.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the facts of the
case are very few and very plain.

Back in 1877 Mr. Raynolds was engaged in the banking busi-
ness out West, and in the regular course of business he cashed
a couple of vouchers for some contractors who were furnishing
supplies to an Indian agency. Those vouchers in the regular
course of business were sent on to the department and were
approved by the Indian Office, but were held in that office for
two years, and then the vouchers were afterwards sent over to
tire auditor’s office and held in his office for a period of three
years longer, making a period of five years that the vouchers
were held under approval by the Indian Office, but unpaid. At
the end of five years it seems that the person to whom the
vouchers had been given in the first place defaulted in a subse-
quent contract, and the Indian Office then requested the return
of the vouchers, and credited the amount of those vouchers upon
the default occurring five years after the vouchers were origi-
nally issued. Clearly, that was the fault of the department. If
the vouchers had been paid in the regular course of business,

All of the bills

It was passed over, I under-
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Mr. Raynolds would have had his money five years before there
was any default whatever on the part of the contractor.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, is it not a fact that Mr. Ray-
nolds acted In violation of section 3477 of the Revised Statutes?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I may say to the Senafor that
that probably is technically true; but the business of that sec-
tion of the country at that time could not have been transacted
in any other way than it was, and although Mr. Raynolds might
not have been entitled as a matter of law to consider the
vouchers as fransferred to him, yet he paid them in the due
course of banking business, and as many, many other vouchers
were handled at that time, The report of the committee finds
all of ‘these facts, and I think Mr, Raynolds ought not only
to receive the principal of those vouchers, but he ought to re-
ceive interest upon them as well; but it seems to be the prac-
tice here in the Senate not to allow interest upon these pay-
ments, and at the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee
on Indian Affairs we have waived any interest upon the vouch-
ers, and simply ask for payment of the principal.

Mr. SMOOT. Can the Senator tell me why the vouchers
were not presented for payment until five years after Mr. Ray-
nolds had purchased them?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. They were presented for pay-
ment immediately.

Mr. SMOOT. This is what the Secretary of the Interior
states:

ed t Mr, nolds might have some
qu-rl{;ttll]gii E-(Il;;ttgmi;o Egnnﬁﬁg?tmhgggmﬂggy oouhtlesssgh arising from
the fact that though the vouchers were presented within a reasonable
;l:ne after they were pur , they were not delivered until Decem-

r 0, 1881, or nearly five years after they were approved in the
Indian Office.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico., Oh, they were in the depart-
ment.

Mr. SMOOT. Let me finish reading it, and then perhaps the
Senator will see what I mean. He says:

They were not dellvered until December 9, 1881, or pearly flve years
after they were approved in the Indian Office, * * ¥ However,
had the vouchers been ‘fua Mprvomptlﬁ he would have received his money
without question, as r. cCann id not default under his contract
until several years after he sold the vouchers to Mr. Raynolds,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 1 do not understand how they
use the term “ delivered * there,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes.

Mr, CURTIS. The facts of this case were that the Indian
Office had neglected to deliver the vouchers io the proper
parties. They had been lost or mislaid in the Indian Office,
and stayed there all that time.

Mr. SMOOT. Then the language
more explicit.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; the language is unfortu-
nate.

Mr. SMOOT., If the bank had advanced this amount of
money in 1877, and had failed for five years to deliver the
vouchers to the Government of the United States, I thought
the bank ought to go without the money.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. But the failure to deliver them
was the fault of the Government.

Mr., SMOOT. If that is the case, then I have no ohjection
to the passage of the bill.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico.
that is the case,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the com-
mittee will be stated.

The amendment was, on page 1, line 8, after “§1,882.,51,”
to strike out ‘“with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent
per annum in the sum of §5,634.58.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. .

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

DULUTH, WINNIPEG & PACIFIC RAILWAY.

The bill (H. R. 12441) for the relief of the Duluth, Winni-
peg & Pacific Railway was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury
to pay to the Duluth, Winnipeg & Pacific Railway, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$25, and appropriates such sum to reimburse the Duluth, Winni-
peg & Pacific Railway for custom fine No. 3068 erroneously im-
posed by the collector of customs at Duluth, Minn.

The bill was reported to the Senafe withont amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

ought to have been a little

I can assure the Senator that

WILHEEM ALEXANDERSON,

The bill (H. R. 12634) for the relief of Wilhelm Alexander-
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows: =

Be it enacted, elc., That th laim of i Al il s of
Atlaniic Olty. N3 GRnes bt the Mot Ioat Sore o aemon, ot
States, for ages alleged to _have been cauzed by collision between
the sald motor boat Spray and the United States ship Grebe, a mine
eweeper, which is owned by the Government of the United States and
ogera:eci by the Navy of ti:a United States, on the 30th day of May,
1919, may be sued for by the said Wilhelm Alexanderson, in the dis-
trict court of the United States for the district of New Jersey, sitting as
a court of admiralty and acﬁ‘:ﬁjunder the rules governing such court,
und said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit
and to enter a j ent or for the amount of such damages and
costs, if any, as shall be found to be due sgainst the United States in
favor of Wilhelm Alexanderson, or against Wilhelm Alexanderson in
favor of the United States upon the same principles and measures of
liability as in like cases in admiralty between private parties and with
the same rights of appeal: Provided, That such notiee of the suit shall
be given to the Attorney General of the United States as may be pro-

ded order of the said court, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney
General to caunse the United States attorney in such ict to appear
and defend for the United Btates: Provided further, That sald sult
shall be brought and commenced within four months of the date of the
passage of this act,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, beginning on page 1, in line 13,
I move to strike out the words “and said court shall have
jurisdietion to hear and determine such suit and to enter a
judgment or decree for the amount of such damages and costs,
if any, as shall be found to be due against the United States
in favor of Wilhelm Alexanderson, or against Wilhelm Alexun-
derson in favor of the United States.”

Mr, THOMAS, Mr. President, I shall not oppose the amend-
ment; but I should like to inquire of what utility a court can
be which is deprived of the power of rendering judgment afier
inguiring into and determining the facts? It seems to me we
wonld relieve ourselves of an enormwous burden of work here
if we would transfer to the courts the power not only to take
jurisdiction of these matters but to dispose of them.

Mr. SMOOT. All of those are disposed of every year in an
appropriation bill. As the judgments are rendered, they come
here and are reported, and an estimate is made for them each
year to meet those obligations upon a finding of facts.

Mr. THOMAS. Of course, if a judgment is rendered upon
the faects, they ought to be paid. :

Mr. SMOCT. But we always want to provide an estinmte
for them, so that we will know whether or not we have the
money to pay them.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not object, but it seems to me like a
queer practice.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Utah. :

The amendmrent was agreed to.

Mr. SPENCER, Mr, President, does that leave the matter
with authority in the court to make a finding of facts? It is
not so stated in the bill. I suggest that the Senator add as a
substitute for the words he strikes out the words * to hear said
suit and to make a finding of facts therein.” Otherwise the bill
does not provide anything for the court to do.

Mr, SMOOT. This is a litfle different from the other bills
which bave been reported. I have no objection to that amend-
ment being made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Mis-
souri state the amendment in full for the benefit of the Sec-
retary ?

Mr, SPENCER. I suggest that, on page 1, line 13, after the
word * court ”” where it first appears, there be added the words
“to hear said cause and to make a finding of facts therein.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

MRS, WILLIAM B. RYAN.

The bill (H. R. 13600) for the relief of Ars. Willlam B.
Rlyan was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise approprinted, to Mrs, William D). Ryan, the
sum of $30, the ameount lost by her bv the theft of same from regis-
tered malls sent to her son, Pyvt. Willlam E. Ryan, Battery D, Sixteenth
Field Artiilery. "

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
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BLANCHE WINTERS.

- The bill (8. 20682) for the relief of Blanche Winters was
announced as next in order and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretar{vot the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized to pay to Dlanche Winters, widow of Charles F.
Winters, of Kansas City, State of Missouri, out of any moneys in the
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of £25.000 as compensation and relief for the loss, by death, on Januar,
11, 1918, at Camp Funston, in the State of Kansas, of ber husband,
Charles F. Winters, who, while engaged in the discharge of his duty,
in conducting the camp bank at Funston, in the State of
Kansas, and in protecting the money and funds of the Government of
thé United States of America and of the soldiers of the United Btates
Army, was killed by Louls R. Whistler, a commissioned officer and
captain of Company E, Three hundred and fifty-fourth Infaniry Regi-
ment, Eighiy-ninth Division, of the Army of the United States.

Br. SMOOT. Let the bill go over.

My. CURTIS. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice for
the same amount, and I hope the Senator will not object.

Mr. SMOOT. A bill has passed the Senate twice appro-
priating "$25,0007

Mr., CURTIS, Yes.

Mr. SPENCER. It has passed the Senate twice,

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
withheld his objection?

Mr, SMOOT. I withhold it for the present.

Mr. ROBINSON. This bill was considered at some length
by the Senate on a former occasion. The facts are that Mr.
Winters was giving his time in the control of a bank for the
Lenefit of the soldiers at Camp Funston. While attempting to
defend the funds of the bank he was murdered by an officer
with a rank of captain, who procured admission to the bank at
the time by virtue of his uniform and insignin. The evidence
in the case shows that Mr. Winters acted valiantly and lost his
life in an effort to save this fund.

The Serate considered the matter on two occasions, one time
incorporating in an appropriation bill a provision to pay the
widow the sum of $25,000, and at another time passing a sep-
arate bill for that purpose. The item in the appropriation bill,
however, went out in conference, and the separate bill, which
passed the Senate on another oecasion, did not pass the House
of Representatives. It passed the Senate near the end of the
gession, and, as far as I know, received no consideration in that
body.

This bill is a meritorious measure, and it ought to be passed
as an act of justice to the memory of a man who lost his life
while rendering a valuable and voluntary service to the Gov-
ernment of the United States, and as an act of justice to the
widow of a man who fell while defending the funds of the
United States. The measure ought to be passed by the Senate.

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator from Arkansas state
whether it is net true that this man, in the few hours while he
lived, was able to give to the Government information which
resulted in the Government's recovering from the thief more
than £50,000 of Government money which had been stolen?

Mr. ROBINSON. That is true.

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any objection to a relief bill being
passed, but I thought it was rather strange that we should
pass a bill for the payment of $25,000, when the widow of a
soldier who goes upon the bhattle field and loses his life is never
given more than $10,000. I think the man who offers his life
for his country and is shot in battle is just as much entitled to
recognition by our Government, and in the same amount, as the
man who acts as eashier of a bank and is robbed and kilied in
the robbery. I can not see very much difference between the
two.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, in reply to that suggestion
of the Senator from Utal, it is true that in the war risk insur-
ance act we have placed a limitation of $10,000 on the recovery
for the death of a soldier. There is no such limitation respect-
ing the death of civilians, and it is within the province of Con-
gress, in the consideration of a measure of this sort, to pay a
reasonable sum as compensation for the death of a man., The
evidence before the committee showed that Iie was exceedingly
proficient, that he rendered a voluntary service in the bank,
and that he displayed great courage and resolution in his effort
not only to protect the fund but to recover it, and I believe that
we should put a premium on that sort of conduct.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr, President, I anr perfectly willing to give the
widow a lump sum of $10,000, the same that we give to widows
of soldlers who are shot to death, but I do not think we ought
to pay more than that sum, and I move to strike out * $25,000 "
and insert ‘$10,000.” :

Mr. REED. Mr, President, just a word, because if we do not
pass this bill in a few minutes, it will not be passed to-day.

This young mran lived in my city. He at one time had been
a bank examiner and was regarded as one of the most promising
young men of that city. His earning capacity for his family
was such that $25,000 is no compensation, viewed from that
cold standpeint. I hope the Senator from Utal will not insist
upon this amendment, and I call his attention to the fact that
the case stands here glone. It is the only instance I know of in
the history of our country where a man wearing the unifornr
of an officer of the United States, because he did wear that uni-
form, was admitted into a financial institution belng run for
the benefit of the Government and of the soldiers, and, wenring
that uniform, committed a most atrocious assault and murder.
As has been said, this young man stood at his post of duty and
lost his life, and his life was taken by this Government through
its uniformed officer. It is not the case of a man losing his life
as a result of one of the easualties of war., It is in a class by
itself. No such limit of $10,000 would be fixed if it were a civil
action in the courts against a corporation, except in those States
where they fix an arbitrary limit by law. Bat if in those States
where the measure of damages is the loss to the estate, the
amonnt would run far above $25,000.

I beg the Senator to take into consideration the way this
erime was committed. It is not establishing a dangerous prece-
dent, because this case will not be followed by others of a
similar character.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not know whether it will
be followed by others or not.

Mr. REED. I hope there will be no other such case.

Mr. SMOOT. I hope there never will be another case like it.
But it does seem to me that we ought to be fair both to the
soldier boys and to private individuals, and I do not see how
we could justify paying $25,000 for the death of this man while
we pay only $10,000 for the death of the soldier who was killed
in battle. That is why I offered the amendment, and it is for
the Senate to say whether they want to pay more or not. I
think it is my duty as a Senator of the United States to keep
these things equal, if possible, and it is for that reason that I
offered the amendment, and in justice to all eoncerned I think
the amendment should be agreed to.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I do not rise to express
an opinion as to whether or not the $25,000 should be paid, but
if the Senate decides to pass the bill, and does pass it, appro-
priating $25,000, I give notice that when the calendar is taken
up again and Senate bill 4602 is reached, I shall urge against
the adoption of the committee amendment to the bill,

In that case a poor old woman in Hot Springs, Ark., “was run
down by an Army motor truck driven by a soldier in uniform.
The motor truck had been condemned as to its brakes, and the
experts had advised the Army officer in charge of the motor
trucks there not to send that truck out. Ile nevertheless sent
the truck out, and it resulted in the death of a poor old lady.
A bill was introduced giving to her heirs the sum of $25,000,
and the Committee on Claims has amended the bill to give her
heirs only $5,000, I shall urge the rejection of that committee
amendment. :

Mr. REED, Mr. President, consider the difference. The
financial loss to the estate in that case was probably a very
small sum. Here the breadwinner, the head of the family, a
young man of very fine attainments, is gone. In any court a
different rule of damages would obtain. I call the Senator's
attention to the difference between an act of carelessness and
an act of cold, willful, and deliberate robbery and murder, and
I call attention to the fact that this man, talking out of the
very shadows of dissolution, gave an intelligent description of
the murderer, by reason of which over $50,000 of the money was
recovered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Utah.

The amendment was rejected.

- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, Tead the third time,
and passed.

NATHAN MANZER.

The bill (H. R. 6301) for the relief of Nathan Manzer, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as
follows:

Be {t enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers
Nathan g&a.nzer. who was a private in Compan

g’ G, One hundred and
twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter

be held and considered to have been discharged honorably from the
military service of the United States as a private of sald company and
regiment on the 26th dar of September, 1864 : Frovided, That no bounty,
m or allowances shall be held as acerued prior to the passage of

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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THOMAS P. DARE.

Mr, BORAH. Mr. President, when we were on the cal.endar
last week there was an objection made to the consideration of
H. R. 1789 by a Senator who has since withdrawn his objection.
I ask unanimous consent to recur to that bill, as it is a matter
which has been here a long time, and as there is no objection to
it now, it will take only a short time to pass it

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere any objection to return-
Ing to Calendar No. 548, House bill 17897

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. I, 1789) for the relief
of Thomas P. Darr, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pa};‘. out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwlse approprinted, to Thomas P. Darr the sum of
$830.37 on account of service rendered ns mail carrier from Gooding,
Idaho, to Corral, Idaho, during the spring and summer of 1907, this
amount to be uccggted by sald Thomas P. Darr as full compensation
for service rendered.

Mr. SMOOT. Have the Post Office Department reported
favorably on the bill?

Mr. BORAH. Yes; the department have reported upon it
favorably. The report states that the closing paragraph of
the department’s letter is as follows:

This case has been handled in the same manner as other cases of
failure to perform service, differing from them only by the fallure of
the bidder to execute a contract, and the resulting necessity for the
refusal of the department to pay for service actually performed. Under
the law no other course could have bLeen followed, but in view of the
faithfnl performance of the service by Mr. Darr, under the unfavorable
circumstances, as long as he was able to do so, and the unfortunate
circumstances of the case which appear to have worked a hardship upon
him, the depuartment has no objection to the payment by Congress for
the service performed from February 1 to Aungust 12, 1907, which at
the rate of pay under the bid would amount to $830.37.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EMERGENCY TARIFF.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
which is House bill 15275.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
slderation of the bill (H. R. 15275) imposing temporary duties
upon certain agricultural produets to meet present emergencies,
to provide revenue, and for other purposes.

Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, I understand from the ruling
of the Vice President that my unanimous-consent agreement
proposition is before the Senate. Am I correct in that state-
ment? I asked some time ago to have it read and agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that at 2
o'clock the request for unanimous consent would be taken up
for consideration.

Mr. PENROSE., Then I ask that we proceed with the call
of the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll to ascertain if a quorum is present.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:
Ashurst Henderson

Nelson Smith, Md.

Borah Johnson, Calif. New - Smith, 8, C.
Brandegee Johnsen, 8. Dak. Overman Smoot
Calder Jones, Wash. Owen Spencer
Cnrper Kellogg Page Stanley
Colt Kendrick Penrose Sutherland
Culberson Kenyon Phelan Swanson
Curtis Kin Phipps Thomas

ial Kir Fy Pittman Townsend
Dillingham La Follette Pomerene Trammell
Fletcher Lenroot Ransdell Underwood
Gerry Loc%:o Reed Wadsworth
Glass MeCumber Robinson Walsh, Mass,
Gooding McKellar She; Eard Willis
Gronna MeLean Shields Wolcott
Hale McNary Simmons
Harris Moses Smith, Ariz.
Harrison Myers Smith, Ga.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BrRANDEGEE in the chair).
Sixty-nine Senators having answered to their names, a quornm
of the Senate is present.

Mr. PENROSE, I ask that the unanimous-consent agreement
be placed before the Senafe,

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I think it had better be read again,

Mr. PENROSE. Yes:; let it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
unanimous-consent agreement submitted by the Senator from
Pennsylvania.

The reading clerk read as follows:

It is agreed by unanimous consent that at not later than 4 o'clock
p. m. on the calendar day of Tuesday, February 15, 1921, the Senate
wlll proceed fo vote, without further debate, upon any amendment that
may be pending, any amendment that may be offered, and upon the
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bill H. R, 15275, an act Imposing temporary duties upon certain agrl-
cultural products to meeét present emergencies, to provide revenue, and
for other purposes, through the regular parliamentary stages up to and
including a vote npon its passage.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
mous-consent agreement?

Mr. ONDERWOOD. I desire to make some inquiries on the
subject.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not see the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. Snraoss] rise. He represents this side on the
measure. I did not see that he had risen when I rose in front
of him, and I yield the floor to him.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not desire to interfere
with the Senator from Alabama. He is certainly as much
responsible as I am for the attitude of this side of the Chamber
toward the measure, although I am the ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Finance,

I wish to say, in connection with the proposition—and it
is not my purpose to oppose the request of the Senator from
Pennsylvania—that, so far as I am concerned, as ranking
minority member of the Finance Committee, and I think I
speak for some others on that committee representing the
minority, that I have never intentionally offered to the bill any
resistance in the nature of obstruetion. That has never been
my purpose and that is not my purpose now. If a majority of
the Senate desire to enact the legislation, I think it ought to
have the opportunity to do so. I myself shall do nothing to pre-
vent an expression of the sentiment of a majority of the Cham-
ber upon the question. My only purpose in opposing suggestions
that have heretofore been made of imposing a cloture and fixing
a day certain for a vote has been in order that there might
be secured an opportunity for fair and legitimate discussion
of the important questions raised by the different items in
the bill.

This is not a small bill. This is a very important bill. It
does not deal with two or three subjects. It deals with about
30 different subjects. The report of the committee does not
undertake at all to discuss the provisions of the bill. It con-
tents itself with a mere statement of the amendments made to
the bill by the Finance Committee. The bill as it came from the
House embraced, I believe, either 18 or 19 commodities. The
Committee on Finance, without eliminating any of those items,
added by way of amendment 11 other items. The 11 items, in
my judgment, now constitute the most important provisions in
the bill. They are items that will more largely increase the
public burden than the other items of the bill. Some of them
are items which impose taxes that will have to be paid, whiie
most of the items as contained in the bill as it passed the
House, impose taxes that will never be paid, because they are
prohibitive and which will operate as an embargo upon the
articles involved.

Now, we have not up to this time had any discussion what-
soever, either in the report of the committee or in the speeches
that have been delivered, of any of the 31 articles or items
except the first item mentioned in the bill, namely, wheat.

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator permit me at that point?

Mr. SIMMONS, Certainly.

Mr, PENROSE. The hearings are most voluminous on the
different items in the bill

Mr. SIMMONS. It would not make any difference if the
hearings were much more voluminous than they are. That is
not the fact which I am discussing nor has that any pertinence
to the matter at all. The fact that I am discussing is the
absence of any discussion in the Senate of any of the important
items, except one, upon which we are imposing tariff duties,
We have discussed wheat, and there the discussion has stopped.
The 11 amendments of the committee have not been even taken
up for consideration. Ordinarily, in the usual course of such
bills, the first thing that we do is to take up the committea
amendments, which in this case involve 11 important items,
and discuss them. But we have had no discussion of the
amendments, and no discussion of the items contained in the
bill us it passed the House, except the one.

We have been confronted here with repeated requests for a
unanimous-consent agreement to vote in a few days. Now, the
Senator from Pennsylvania offers a proposition to fix the time
for voting on the 15th day of February, Mr. President, I am not
prepared to say that if during that time the Senate should
devoie itself largely to the consideration of this measure it
would not afford opportunity for sufficient discussion, I am
very much afraid, however, that as soon as the proposed agree-
ment is entered into we shall find that at once requests will be

Is there objection to the nnani-
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made that we consider eertain measures which are entitled to
preference and that we shall enter upon their discussion to the
exclusion of the discussion of this tariff measure. I am not
sure that under the proposed agreement we are going to have a
fair and full opportunity to discuss the bill. I repeat, if we
were to devote our time to if, to the exclusion of other matters,
I think we should have; but the probabilities are that we are
not going to do that; the probabilities are that all sorts of
obstacles will be thrown in the way of discussion.

I regard the bill of such importance, I think it so necessary
that its different items shall, each and every one of them prac-
tically, be thoroughly discussed and thoroughly considered be-
fore we take a vote that I wish now te say that while it is not
my purpose to oppose the request of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, it is my purpose, whatever bill may be before the Senate,
be it an appropriation bill or any other sort of bill, if I can get
recognition, to proceed with the discussion of the items of the
pending measure; for I think that I, as former chairman of the
committee, and other Senators here on this side of the Chamber,
representatives of their people, would be derelict in our duty to
the country if we were to sit here and permit a vote upon this
measure, this important measure, without first seeing that its
items are fully discussed and considered.

One of the items of the bill about which we have heard very
little upon the floor, there only having been some general state-
ments relative to it, is that of sugar. I undertake to say that
the minute this bill is passed the price of sugar, duty paid, at
the ports of the United States will at once be 8 cents a pound.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from North
Carolina a guestion.

Mr, SIMMONS. Will the Senator let me finish my remarks
on sugar?

Mr, PENROSE. Yes.

AMr. SIMMONS. Eight cents a pound will fix the price of raw

gar in this country. The difference between the price of
lr?w sugar and granunlated sugar, especially at retall, in this
counfry is, per pound, at wholesale about 4 cents, at refail at
least 5 cents, The pending bill is in practical effect intended to
operate ns a guaranty by the Government of the United States
that the price of sugar, while the proposed law continues in
effect, shall not be less than 12 or 13 cents in the retail mar-
kets of the country. It is just as surely a guaranty as that
which we made as to the minimum price of wheat.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
- QCarolina yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yleld.

Mr. THOMAS. Does not that mean an increase to the con-
sumer of between $350,000,000 and $400,000,000 per annum?

Mr. SIMMONS. Undoubtedly; and yet, Mr. President, we
have been seriously asked to foreclose discussion—to vote upon
a proposition of that kind without any opportunity to expose
its iniquities and to point out the burden which it will place
upon the consumers of the country.

I could go further and show that the effect of the bill will be
enormously to increase the tax which the people pay upon the
finished product of the woolen and the cotton goods. In one
case the bill probably would nearly double the Payne-Aldrich
rates; in the other case it would add between 25 and 83} per
cent to the rates imposed by the Payne-Aldrich law. If this
bill ghall pass, those duties will undoubtedly become effective
and the additional rates of tariff will be passed on to the people,
involving one of the chief articles of food in this country, one
of the necessities of life, and involving articles of clothing,
which are equally necessary to life.

There are other duties, such as the duty on wheat. If the
bill would do what its proponents declare it will do—what some
of the farmers of the country have been led to believe it will
do—it would add something over §3 a barrel to every barrel of
flour that is sold in the American market from the day the bill
passes until it ceases to operate. The protection, however, the
people have in that case is that the bill will never become opera-
tive upon imports, as to the proposed duty of 40 cents a bushel
on wheat, because that rate will be prohibitive., No wheat will
be imported into this country from Canada or anywhere else
if this bill passes. When Canadian wheat costs as much to
produce as does Ameriecan wheat, and when Canadian wheat is
now selling in the Canadian markets as high as the American
wheat is selling in the American markets after eliminating all
questions of exchange, nobody believes under those circum-
stances that Americans would buy Canadian wheat and pay

40 cents a bushel more for it than they would have to pay for
American wheat. The wheat provision of the bill will not tax
any imports, but the duties upon other commodities will do so.

Mr. President, those I have named are only two or three of
the items of the bill. If the other side of the Chamber were fair
in this maiter, if they were presenting the bill here in a bona
fide manner, if they were not playing politics, If they were not
seeking to rush the bill through the Senate without considera-
tion ; indeed, if they were not afraid of argument, not afraid to
meet the opponents of the bill in the forum of reason and con-
science, there would be no disposition to cut off debate; there
would not have been any from the beginning; there would not
be any such disposition now.

I wish to say, therefore, in agreeing, as I am going to agree,
so far as I am concerned, to the proposition of the Senator from
Pennsylvania, that I do not intend to be foreclosed in the discus-
sion of the matter by the fact that some other measure may
become the unfinished business and may ecome before the Senate.
I intend, and I think other Senators here intend, to continue
the discussion, day in and day out, from now until the time of
voting, in order that we may give our views in regard to the
iniquities of the bill, expose the horrible effect it will have in
inereasing the cost of living in this country, and we shall call
attention to the tremendouns burdens it is going to place npon the
backs of the people already too heavily burdened. If we shall
not have had sufficient time to discuss the bill up to the day of
the vote, we shall go on, Mr. President, discussing its items after
the bill shall have passed until we shall have placed before the
people our views as to the iniquities and the pernicious effect of
the measure,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from North Carolina if he thinks this bill ought to be
voted on during this session? If so, would he be willing to
consent to any day on which to vote that will allow sufficient
time to enable the bill to get through the House after it shall
have passed the Senate, if it shall pass the Senate?

Mr. SIMMONS. I have just sald to the Sendte in as plain
language as I could command that I am not going to oppose the
proposition of the Senator from Pennsylvania to vote upon the
bill on the 15th day of February.

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope that no other Senator will oppose
it. We have now, including to-day, 16 days before the 15th day
of February, and, deducting 2 Sundays, leaves 14 days, if we
see fit to discuss the bill after 2 o'clock on each day. Of course,
we have the supply bills, which we must dispose of, or at least,
which we ought to dispose of. I wish to see the supply bills
passed and I wish to see the pending bill passed as well. All
that Senators on this slde are asking is that there may be
action by the Senate upon this bill a sufficient time before the
4th day of March, if both Houses of Congress desire to enact it
into law, to insure that it may become a law.

I listened with a great deal of interest, of course, to the
Senator’s discussion of the wheat schedule. T think I under-
stand that question as well as the free-trade Tarlff Board
understand it. I have listened to thelr argument and saw the
fallacy of it immediately; and if the Senator would not be
prejudiced, he could not help but see through the thin veil by
which they attempt to cloak their free-trade proclivities, I
can give the Senator an illustration. They seem to attempt
to show that Canadian wheat could not be sold to advantage
in the United States because the Canadian price, after deduct-
ing the difference in exchange, would be about the same as the
Minneapolis price if the wheat were sent to Minneapolis, or
the same as the Duluth price if it were sent to Duluth, In
Heaven’s name can not the Senator understand that what we
are complaining of is that American wheat is forced down to the
Canadian price? Does any sane human being suppose for a
single moment that if the wheat were worth $1.50 a bushel
in Minneapolis and $1.50 a bushel in Canadian currency on
the other side of the line, and there were a difference of 173
cents in our favor in the matter of exchange, anyone would
buy the North Dakota or the South Dakota or Minnesota
wheat and pay 173 cents a bushel more than he would have to
pay for the Canadian wheat? Certainly not. The moment
that Canadian wheat can be brought into the United States
under a rate of exchange representing a difference of from 17
to 27 cents a bushel in our favor, of course our price will be
driven down as low as the Canadian price. No one would buy
Minnesota or North Dakota or South Dakota if he had to pay
for it a greater priece than he would have to pay for the
Canadian wheat. That is just what we are complaining of—that
the American and the Canadian prices are the same; that they
are brought down to the same level by the law of supply and
demand plus the difference of exchange. If would seem that
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even the free-trade Tariff Beard would be able to see that
distinetion.

We are able to meet any argument upon the wheat situation,
The Senator complains that we have not discussed each feature
of the bill. Why? DBecause it became apparent that if we
opened the argument on our side on each one of the items it
would probably take, with the delay that would be sought,
longer than the 4th of March before we could get the bill
through. There is before every Senator the record of the testi-
mony upon which the report of the bill is based. That record is
full, complete, and adequate, and justifies, in our opinion at
least, the action of the committee.

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. President, does the Senator mean to say
that because the committee held hearings and those hearings

. have been voluminous the Senate should resort to those hear-
ings and forego any discussion on the floor of the Senate?

Mr, McCUMBER. They are not so voluminous but what
each Senator can read them.

Mr. SIMMONS. Suppose——

Mr. McCUMBER. Just g moment—and he will get more in-
formation out of them, in my opinion, than he will out of any
discussion in the Senate Chamber.

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I will ask the Senator if there is any
necessity, upon that theory, for discussion upon any matter
upon which a committee of the Senate may have had hearings?

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, yes; there may be some things that
require a long investigation and a great deal of expert testi-
mony ; but the testimony in this case is boiled down. It is
direct. It is only on a few items, and any Senator can take it
and in a very short time arrive at a conclusion as to what the
testimony means upon each feature of the case. In addition to
that, the House made a report upon each of the items contained
in the bill as it passed the House. If we thought on this side
that it would not delay the bill to such an extent that we would
not be able to put it through, undoubtedly we would ask those
Senators best able to discuss each item to discuss it before
the Senate.

Mr. SIMMONS. So far as the argument of the Senator is
concerned, it seems to me to resolve itself into this—that wher-
ever any committee charged with the consideration of a bill
which has been referred to it has held extensive hearings, that
eliminates all necessity for debate upon that question when
it comes before the Senate; that Senators should address them-
selves to reading the hearings to become informed about the
subject, and should not give the country the benefit of the
conclusions which they reach after reading the testimony. Of
course, in tariff bills the hearings are always very voluminous.
The hearings are going on over in the House now, preparatory
to the framing of general legislation. They will go on for
weeks, and, I understand, for months longer. Probably that
body will not begin to frame the proposed legislation until early
in the days of the extra session next April. The Members over
there in the House will devote their time between now and
then to hearings. Then, when the bill comes over here, it will
be referred to the Finance Committee, and the Finance Com-
mittee will duplicate those hearings. If we shall follow the
precedents in that respect, we shall probably spend five or six
weeks in the hearings. Now, if the Senator’s position is logieal
and correct, with all of those hearings in the archives of the
Congress, we should not have any discussion in the Senate, but
should proceed to vote without discussing the voluminous evi-
dence that has been taken, without giving the people of the
country the benefit of our views with respect to those guestions.

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, that is what the Senator as-
sumes that T am advoecating. As a matter of fact, I am adve-
cating nothing of the kind.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator says the House committee has
made a report upon the House bill. It was a report, but not
much of a report, Mr. President. It was “a very little baby,”
to say the most of it. But the Senate committee added 11
different subjects of taxation to it, in the aggregate much more
important than the items in the aggregate in the House bill, in
my judgment, and did not utter one word in defense of any
one of those items; and up to this time the proponents of this
bill have not undertaken to really defend in open debate a single
item out of the 30 in this bill except the item of wheat.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I might complain with a
great deal more justification that Senators took all day last
Saturday in discussing several subjects entirely outside of this
bill, and never once alluded to au single item that was in the
bill, or to the bill itself. I should have been very much pleased
if they have objections to these items on which the Finance
Committee has recorded its conclusion, at least, if its conclusion
is thought to be erronecus, if those who think it is erroneous
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would explain to the Senate wherein the error lies. The Sen-
ators on the otker side have discussed only one feature of
the }uu, and yet they have taken most of the time in the dis-
cussion,

Mr. OWEN and Mr. SIMMONS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr, McCUMBER. I will yield first to the Senator from North
Carolina, and then I will yield to the Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I want to say that the burden
of sustaining legislation, as in the case with the burden of sus-
taining an action in the courts, rests upon the proponents of the
measure. It is not suflicient for a committee to come in here
and present us a written bill, and say, * Because we have put
these provisions in this bill you ought to accept them. That
was the judgment of a majority of the committee, and you ought
to accept these provisions. We are under no obligations to
defend them. We are under no obligation to show that they
E?ke f?r the welfare of this country and do not make for its

ury.’

Mr, McCUMBER. The Senator says that they do not make
for the welfare, but make for the injury of the people. Let the
Senafor go on and show wherein they are injurious to the
people. I simply want a discussion of the matter. I simply
want a final vote upon the question—nothing more.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is evading and dodging the
issue, The issue that I present to the Senate is this: The
proponents of this bill propose this legislation, radically chang-
ing the tariff policy and the tariff rates, measured either by the
present law or by the Payne-Aldrich law, and it is incumbent
upon them to assume the burden of showing that the legislation
which they propose and have brought out of the committee is
Justified and warranted in the public interest. They have not
done that. They have not attempted to do it, except as to one
item; and, of course, after waiting a reasonable time for them
to enter upon a discussion and defense of the other items of the
bill, we on this side, believing the legislation unwarranted and
unjustified by the conditions, and harmful, even destructive in
some cases, of the inherent rights of the people of this country,
have naturally undertaken here to expose the defects of this
measure, and to show that it is not in the public interest, but
that it is against the public interest.

The Senator says that in the course of our efforts to do that
we have taken up some time, and that other matters have been
injected into the discussion. Mr., President, I undertake to say
that while other matters have been injected while this matter
of the unfinished business was before the Senate, not more
extraneous matter than is usunal under such circumstances has
been injected. Every Senator here knows that when we are
discussing tariff measures, financial measures, economic meas-
ures, however important, Senators are in the habit of exercis-
ing their right under the rules of the Senate of constantly
interrupting and discussing extraneous matters. That is no
new thing. It has not occurred in this case to a greater extent
than usual.,

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; it is not any new thing,
I admit that it is not a new thing; but I wish the Senators
would stop indulging in it, even if it is an old thing, and dis-
cuss this bill.

Mr. SIMMONS. That practice, so far as it applies to this bill,
is not confied to Members on this side, to the opponents of the
legislation. Senators on the other side, advocating and sup-
porting the legislation, have injected extraneous matters into
the discussion. They had a right to do it in conformity to the
well-known practice of the Senate. We have discussed on this
side more than the wheat proposition, but on the other side
they have not discussed more than the wheat proposition. We
have, however, just entered upon the threshold of this discus-
sion, Mr. President. As I said, there are embraced in this
bill 30 items, each of them deserving discussion. Each one of
them must have discussion. If we do not get through with the
discussion of the items by the 15th, when, under this agree-
ment, we are to vote—and I hope the agreement -will be con-
curred in—then we shall have to go on discussing them after-
wards. But I want to ask the Senator a question. T will ask
it of the Senator from Pennsylvania; probably that would be
proper.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Pennsylvania hascharge
of the bill.

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it the understanding that if the unani-
mous-consent agreement which the Senator asks shall be entered
into, this tariff measure will remain the unfinished business,
subject, of course, to be temporarily laid aside by unanimous
consent?
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Mr. PENROSE. That would be my thought and my under-
standing with my colleagues on the Finance Committee.

“Mr, SIMMONS. That is my understanding of it, and I
wanted to know that that is the understanding upen which
we act, if we adopt this agreement,

Mr, PENROSIE. Most positively.

AMr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sena-
tor? Does the Scnator understand by that that it would be
contrary to the spirit of this unanimous-consent agreement if,
for instance, I should move to take up the Post Office appropria-
tion bill?

Mr. SIMMONS. That would displace this bill as the unfin-
ished business. It would lose its place. It would not be
against the spirit of it if the Senator should ask unanimous
consent to lay aside temporarily the unfinished business.

Mr. PENROSE. My thought would be that I should ask
upanimons consent to lay aside temporarily the unfinished
business.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President——

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. OWEN. I only wanted to say this in regard to the re-
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania for unanimous consent
to vote on the emergency tariff bill on February 15:

In my judgment, the people of the United States have given a
mandafe to the Republican Party to pass the legislation which
the Republiean Representatives and Senators deem necessary for
the welfare of the country. I do not think the Democratic
minority has a moral right, nor do I think it ought to have a
legal right or the parliamentary power by filibuster, to obstruct
the right of the American people to legislate through the
majority of their chosen representatives. As far as I am con-
cerned, I shall support the Republican leaders in their right
to pass such legislation as they think proper, although I may
not and do not approve the legislation itself. I shall not indulge
in any participation in delaying the matter, and I think the
unanimous consent requested by the Senator from Pennsylvania
ought to be given. If those Senators who want to express their
opposition views do so within a moderate length of time, they
can present every possible objection; but I have observed when
long speeches are made in the Senate that the Senate chairs
are uniformly vacant. Long speeches do not serve to impress
the minds of Senators and either enlighten or persuade them.
Long speeches only serve to delay the wheels of government and
prevent legislation. 1f it should become necessary to do so, I
ghall support cloture.

I do not discuss now the merits of the measure. I believe the
measure, if passed, will be disappointing to its authors and
sponsors, but they are authorized by the American people to
legislate, and I think a proper loyalty to majority rule forbids
me to support minority rule, which a filibuster involves.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say to the Senator from Okla-
homa and to the Senator from Louisiana that this is not a
partisan question; it is not a sectional question in any respect
whatever. The great Southern Tariff Congress, the names of
whose vice presidents I read the other day—every vice presi-
dent the governor of one of the Southern States—meeting at
Atlanta the other day, holding. their convention, passed a strong
resolution favoring this particular bill. I read from a clipping
from the Washington Post of yesterday showing some of the
action of this southern congress. The article is headed, * South-
erners ask full protection,” and reads in part as follows:

Congress was asked to enact a permanent fariff law with proteetion
for the industrles mentioned, and southern and western Senators were
urged to join in aiding in the passage of the Fordney emergency tarlff
measnre.

I think the Senator from Mississippl [Mr. Harrisox] has the
resolution, so far as it relates to this particular bill. I tried to
get a copy of the resolution, but possibly the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. Raxsprrr] has it, and if so I hope he will read
it to the Senate.

Mr. RANSDELL. I was going to ask the Senator to yield
go that I might read the resolution, and if he will yield I will
be glad to read it.

Mr. McCUMBER. T yield to the Senator from Louisiana.

Mr. RANSDELIL. This is a telegram from Mr. John H.
Kirby, president of the Southern Tariff Association, dated At-
lanta, Ga., January 29, 1921, addressed to me in response to a
telegram sent him asking him fo wire me what resolution had
been passed. His telegram reads:

Resolution was as follows: * This conventlon called by 16 southern
governors and composed of delegates from 18 SBouthern States belleves
that the prompt adoption of the emergency tarilf bill with the Benate
amendments will be of very great advantage to southern agriculture
and Industry, and the 1pmlﬂ ent of this convention is hereby Igstrucwd
to telegraph this resolution to Senators Uxperwoop, HARRIsoxn, Siam-
smoxs, and others.”

The resolution passed unanimously and with applause.

I have another telegram from the same gentleman dated At-
lanta, January 29, addressed to me, which reads as follows:

« ATLANTA, GA., January 29, 1921
Hon. JosgrH E. RAXSDELL,
United Etates Eenate, Washingion, D. C.;

The Southern Tarilf Congress, attended by delegates representing 40
southern agricultural, mauvufacturing, and mineral industries, to-day
unanimously adopted the followlng resolution :

“ YWhereas it has come to the attention of the Southern Tarilf Associa-
tion in convention assembled that it has been charged by Senator
Asponst, Democrat of Arlzona, that certain southern Benators are
secking to defeat the Fordney emergency tariff bill by dilatory
tactics ; and

“Yhereas we regard the passage of this measure of vital necessily to
save the producers of the South and West from financianl distress
and ruin: Now therefore be it

“ Resolved by this convention, That we most earnestly beg and im-
plore the Senators from the South and West to mft tlﬁs bill to
come to an immediate vote in the Senate; be it further v

* Resolved, That we here now express our most solemn protest against
any filibuster by either individoal Senators or any party on this meas-
ure ; be it further

“ Resolved, That this associatlon at once wire this resolution to all
sonthern and western Senators.””

Joax H. Kiusy,
President Bouthern Tarifl Association.

If the Senator will yield for just one moment further

Mr, McCUMBER. I yield the floor.

Mr. RANSDELL. I would like to say that personally I am
in favor of the passage of this bill, and shall vote for it if I
get a chance, and the sooner it comes to a vote the better, in my
judgment.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
this debate on the proposed upanimous-consent agreement o
limit debate on the bill Is proceeding by unanimous consent
The Senator from Olio is recognized.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Obio
yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. POMERENE. I yleld.

Mr. FLETCHER. I want to interrupt the Senator a moment
to suggest, in connection with the telegram which was read,
that the bill now before the Senate, as it is proposed to be
amended by the Senate I'innnce Committee, is not the Fordney
tariff bill at all, but quite o different proposition.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I hope the request for
unanimous consent will not be entertained at this time. I agree
with the Senator from North Carolina that this bill has not been
diseussed as it ought to be discussed. I myself have never be-
lieved in & filibuster, but if this request is put to a vote now I
shall vote against fixing a day for the final disposition of this
bill.

This bill, if passed, is not only a reversal of Democratic
policy, &s the Senators on this side have understood if, but it is
a reversal of Republican policy, as the Senators on the other
side of the Chamber have understoed it. I referred the other
day to the great protectionist of Ohio, McKinley, and I remem-
ber that when he was chmmpioning a tariff bill through ile
House he boasted that one of its merits was that it meant the
free breakfast table for the workingmen of the country. Now
we have the spectacle of a Republican majority trying to tax
everything that goes on the table of the workingman.

My good friend the distinguished Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. McCumper] tells the Senate how perfectly simple this
question of the tariff upon wheat is. He understands it thor-
oughly, but I think he is the only Senator who understends his
own argument. I shall not discuss that question with him now ;
I may at some later time.

Mr. President, when I pick up this bill I find a duty on wheat
of 40 cents a bushel, on corn of 15 cents a bushel, on beans of
2 cents a pound, on peanuts of 3 cents a pound, on potatoes of
25 cents a bushel, on onions of 40 cents a bushel, on rice of 2
cents a pound, on lemons of 1} cents per pound, on oils of 26
cents per gallon, on cattle of 30 per cent nd valorem, on sheep
of $2 a head, on fresh mutton and Iamb of 2} cents a pound, on
fresh beef of 2 cents a pound ; and so I might go on to enumerate
other articles that go on the breakfast table, Let me refer to
a few more of them. I find a duty on butter of 8 cents a pound,
on cheese of 8 cents a pound, on fresh milk of 2 cents a gallon,
on eream of 5 cents a gallon, and so0 on.

Mr. President, what means all this? I have the honor, in
part, to represent a State that is both industrial and agricul-
toral. I know there are some farmers who are asking for
these duties, but most of them are silent on the subject, if they
have any view whatsoever upon it. I recall the prices which
have been obtained for all of these articles which go on the
breakfast table. I know that as a rule during the last four

or five years the farmers and everybody else have been pros-
I realize that there is a depression now, seriously

perous.
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affecting the agricultural interests of the country; but it is
not affecting them any more seriously than it is affecting the
miner or the manufactorer—

Mr, THOMAS. Or the laborer.

Mr. POMERENE. Yes; and, as the Senator from Celorado
suggests, the laborer. That reminds me, Mr. President, that
I have been trying to collect some data myself with respect to
the labor conditions in Ohio. I sent out a questionnaire to
every chamber of commerce and to every central labor union
in the cities of 10,000 and over in my State, and word
comes back from nearly every one of these industrial centers
that about 40 per cent of the workingmen of the counfry are
out of employment; and now, with that situation confronting
us, the Congress of the United States seeks to place a heavy
tax upon everything which goes on the workingman’'s break-
fast table.

The newspapers last week carried the information that in the
industrial city of Toledo there was au bread line of 2,000 men,
and the ecivie authorities not only gave them their breakfast
but gave them baskets to carry home fo the famished ones
there. Yet the Congress seeks to put a duty upon milk, butter,
bread, meat, and eggs.

Mr. President, at the proper time I will not oppose a vote
on this bill, but I warn Republicans that if you fasten this
bill upon the American people it will be “the handwriting on
the wall ” for you.

Oh, Mr, President, I think almost everyone recognizes the
fact that this counfry has become so large that we can not
live unto ourselves alone. The great MeKinley in his last
speech at Buffalo said that we were a world power, and he
spoke then in favor of a policy of reciprocity. I do not re-
call the exact words at this moment, but now, when we have
become the great creditor nation of the world, when we are
seeking markets for our surplus products everywhere, when
we have an international commerce never before known in
the history of this country or any other country, are we to
adopt a policy which is going to estrange every one of our
neighbors?

I have in my hand here a letier which came to me the other
day from a distinguished Canadian, a newspaper man, whom I
do not know personally, but who some years ago began to write
me an occasional letter, and I have answered. The other day I
received this letter. I do not feel free to give his name, but I
am going to read a part of the letter to the Senate. Referring to
the Fordney emergency tariff bill, he sald:

The bill, if passed, would fan into a furious fame the alwa iﬂ smolder-
ing cmbers of mistrust and dislike of the United States which prevails

in this country.

Why this e, n.mounth:%h almost to hatred, does exist it would
take n long time to explain e subeconscious reason I think, is that
Canada’s anomalons position, neither a colony nor an independent na-
‘in fact, but from an interna al stand-
uropean pOwer, causes many E e to be-
retend to believe, that aha is in
tates, and that the United States
¥ plotting to that end. . The I.aurier govern-
ment was defeated in 1011 on the “ Under which fla cry.  The
discount of the Canadian dollar in the United States and the overwhelm-
ing balance of trade in favor of the United States have caused more or
less uneasiness, The present bill is lntﬁu‘eted by the papers and poli—
ticians here as an unfriendly act, desi rohibit da ex
products to the United States. A member arliament in my
the other night dcclnred its furpos-e to be the crl]:lpll.ng of Canada ﬂnn.n-
cially, so as to force her Into annexation. e result of the bill's
passage will be a demand in this cmmtr{)!or retaliatory legislation.

I lived for mr]{]éo years the United Btates without knowing,
except as a geograp. that Canada existed. knew there was
such a country, jnnt as I knew another ggﬂ of th

tion, a New World coun

int the pomnlon of a
feye, snd a still t.er number to
da.ngu of annexation by the United
Government is constan

e map was marked
“ Patagonia.” 1 ecan thererora realize that it would awakr:n anly a
languld interest imonf Congressmen and millions le in
the United States to learn nuu: Canada or the Canndinn p.lp

resolved upon any course of action. PBut having lived here for a p;md
many iy'em'a, 1 am utterly amazed that American statesmen should so
minimize or overlock the growing importance of this country, a country
that may within a reasonable time attain to a Bopulatlon of 50,000,000
F-copie,_dnd will ultimately have as big a populntion as the United States

5 To-un

1 muld claborate this a good deal, for tha sitnation here in Canada
has to be considered from many stand hat the United States
has been an unfriendly ne flhbor is be,yonrl qnesuon but not to the extent
or with the malevolent de Canadians have been led to
bLelleyve. This present bill is imerpreted ere ag a cruel and wanton
attempt to pick a quarrel at a time when Capada is trylng to pick
herself up after the terrible losses in men and money oceasioned by the
Pa.rllament opens on the 14th, and I look for immediate reprisals
if by that tim assed what may be fairly interpreted as
unfriendl le slatiun The Upu,ed States, of course, has a le%ht
to blacklist Carada, but Canada has the legal right to start a ia-
tory boycott.

AMr. President, knowing my friend the Senator from Nerth
Dakota as well as I do, of course I acquit him of entertaining
at any time a feeling of bitterness toward Canada. I recognize
that from his standpoeint he is looking at it from what he feels
to be the American interest, and that alone. I could not if I
would, and would not if I could, attribute any other motive to

him, but it must be borne in mind that there are reciprocal rela-
tions between Canada and the United States, and in my humble
judgment we have more to lose by this kind of legislation than
we will gain.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). Does
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. POMERENE. I yield.

Mr. McCUMBER. If, as is contended on the other side of the
Chamber by a great many who are discussing the subject, the
Canadian gets no better prices in the United States and no ad-
vantage by shipping his grain to the United States than he would
get by shipping it to Liverpool, then why is this measure going
to hurt Canada in the slightest degree? Of course, I think the
Canpadian will not agree with that. I think the Canadian will
get a better price if he ean ship it here.

Mr, POMERENE. I have heard my good friend from North
Dakota discuss the question so often, and I know with such
sincerity on his part, and at the same time, I think, with such
gross error on his part, that I am afraid he and I can not get
together at all.

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not wish to get together on the argu-
ment; I simply wish to know why, if there is no advantage to
the Canadian in sending his wheat into the United States, he
would suffer by the bill.

Mr. POMERENE. I have no doubt he has some advantage,
but so has the United States some advantage. It is a benefit to
our mills; it is a benefit to our railroads; it is a benefit to our
transportation system; it increases our commerce with Great
Britain. That is all. But so far as the ultimate price of the
wheat is concerned, it does not benefit the farmer of the United
States to keep it out. That is my position.

Mr. McCUMBER. Then how dees it hurt the Canadian?

Mr. POMERENE. It benefits the Canadian perhaps because
he has a closer market, because we have better milling facilities,
and because he can convert his wheat into money perhaps more
quickly than he could if he were to send it direct to Liverpool.

Mr. McCUMBER. Baut if it does not increase the price of
grain to the American farmer, then how is it adding a tax to
the workingman?

Mr. POMERENE. It adds to the price to the workingman
because the tariff is always used by the retailer as an excuse
to boost the price, as everyone knows who has leoked into the
subject.

But I did not intend to discuss the matter at this length
when I took the floor. I shall oppose the fixing of this date
for a vote now. The vote may be had later if desired, and I
shall simply be content to record my vote against it.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, every moment it is becoming
more obvious to me that there is no intention .on the part of
a certain group on the other side of the Chamber to permit the
so-called emergency tariff bill to become n law. I feel that I
have made every effort this afternoon and on the other days to
secure the consent of Senators to agree on a day fixed for
voting on the bill. Clearly a majority, in fact a nearly two-
third vote in the Chamber, is entitled to have an opportunity
to vote on a measure of this great gemeral importance, which
has already passed the House of Representatives with a large
vote from the Democratic Party as well as the Republican
Party.

Feeling that unnecessary delay will be incurred by any further
effort on my part or that of the majority to secure any unanimous-
consent agreement, I offer the following motion, signed by most
of the Republican Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania
offers the following motion, which the Secretary will read.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

<
cloze'tgedggftm thelﬁnms Itl'f the_‘tg,l: “e?enmuh Se%% ‘m..i’:f 'nﬁ%
imposing temporary c‘lntles u on certain agricultural products to meet

present emeri;encles, to de revenue, and for other purposes,” in
accordance with the prov sions of Raule XXII of the Smngmg Rules of

the Sena
Bo:zs PEXROSE.

P. J. McCUMBER.
REED BMOOT,
CHARLES CURTIS.
Fraxg D. KELLOGG,
SELDES P. SPENCER.
CHas, L. MCNARY.
F. R. Goopixag.

W. L. JoxES.
HOwARD SUTHERLAXD,

LawnRexcE C. PHIPPS,
THOMAS STERLIXG,
WinLiax P, DILLINGITALL,
BeEnT M., FERNALD.
CARROLL 8. PAGE.

James W, Wapswonrir, Jr.
WiLLiam M, CALDER.
CHARLES E. TOWXSEXND,
FRAXE B. BRANDEGEE.

H. C LopGe.

KXUTE NELSOX.
PHILANDER C, KXox,
LAWRENCE Y. SHERMAN.
Josepr 1. FRANCE.
WitLiam 8, KExyox.
GEoReE P. McLEax,
Hapry 8, NEW.

MiLEs POIXDEXTER,
L. HEISLER BALL.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I assume that the paper
which has just been read is the announcement of the Senator
from Pennsylvania, in accordance with the rule, that on Wednes-
day next e will insist on a vote on cloture upon the pending
bill, -

Mr. PENROSE. That is the purpose.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall detain the Senate but a short
time with what I have to say. I am one of those who believe
that a legislative body should allow the majority to exercise its
judgment. I am not opposed to cloture. I shall vote against
this cloture proposal because I think the present issue is one on
which the Senate had better divide on the merits of the propo-
sition.

The bill ealled an emergeney tariff bill was introduced in the
House merely to meet conditions presented by some people in
the country who were actnally suffering on account of falling
prices due to the antewar conditions and who thought that they
were entitled to be selected out from all the other people of the
United States and granted a special privilege of the Government
standing between them and their losses.

The condition grew, however, and to a few a great many have
been added to the bill, and now it presents a fundamental ques-
tion that goes to the very economic foundation of the Nation.
As has been stated here to-day, the bill is not only absolutely
contradictory of every principle that has ever been advocated by
the followers of the Democratic Party, but it is contrary to the
policy and the tradition of the Republican Party. The Repub-
lican Party may have stood, as the result of their legislation in
the past, in favor of prohibitive tariff laws, and they did on
many items, but this is the first time in the history of the Gov-
ernment that I know of that the leadership of the Republican
Party has faced the country with a direct proposal that we
should erect tariff walls not for the purpose of incidental or
direct protection, not for the purpose of raising any revenue, but
through a tariff act to establish an embargo on imports coming
into the country in times of peace and not in times of war.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 do.

Mr. PENROSH. I suppose the Senator from Alabama real-
izes that nearly one-half the Democrats in the House of Rep-
resentatives voted for the bill?

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Of course, men are not parties. The
actions of men do not sffect principles. Many a time a vote
is cast in either branch of Congress without the man who casts
it at the time realizing where the vote is leading. Under the
guise of a temporary measure and assistance to the needy, men
may be swept from their feet on questions of principle and the
economic principles that must stand for the good or evil of the
people of the United States,

No one denies that the bill as a whole is intended to prohibit,
not to tax, at the customhouse. I know that any prohibition at
the customhouse increases the prices within the walls. of the
United States and thereby indirectly taxes the consumer,
but the proponents of the bill do not seriously contend that this
is a revenue measure, that this is a bill intended to levy taxes
at the customhouse for the benefit of the Treasury, but they
recognize that it is a bill to prohibit importations in order that
some special interests may reap the benefit of it. Of course,
we recognize that there are some items in the bill which will
produce revenue. The tax on sugar will produce a very large
revenue, and the burden of that revenue will be taken out of
the pockets of the toiling masses of the American people.

Mr. THOMAS. May I ask the Senator what proportion of
that revenue so taken out of the pockets of the people will find
its way into the Treasury of the United States?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not over half.

Mr. POMERENE. May I ask a further question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. POMERENE. Where will the other half of it go?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The other half will go into the pockets
of the producers of sugar in the United States; it can not go
anywhere else,

The question as to the tax on sugar is easily demonstrable.
About one half of the sugar that is consumed by the American
people is taxed sugar which comes through the customhouse,
and the other half is either produced in continental United
States or in our island possessions and comes in untaxed. The
portion that comes through the customhouse from foreign
countries, of course, will pay the tax to the Federal Govern-
ment, but as we ourselves produce only one half the sugar which
the American people consume, when we increase the price of the

other half at the customhouse necessarily the law of supply
and demand raises the price of the domestic product. That
is not subject to argument; it has been demonstrated year in
and year out by tariff bill after tariff bill, so that it iz a
statement that is not subject to contradiction.

It has been roughly estimated that the tax which it is pro-
posed by the bill to place on sugar is going to make its price
8 cents a pound at the customhouse. That is what the framers
of this legislation are seeking to do. I do not know who wrote
this clause, though I know who introduced it; but, so far as I
can read it, the tax on sugar has been apparently written to
standardize the price of sugar at the customhouse at 8 cents a
pound. If that is true, that means that when the sugar gets
to the consumer it will get there 4 or 5 cents a pound higher in
price in all probability. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Saroor]
says it should not be that much higher; but suppose the spread
in price between the customhouse and the consumer instead
of being 4 or b cents is only 3 cents a pound—I am sure thae
Senator from Utah will admit that is reasonable. That will pust
the price of sugar to the American people permanently at
11 cents a pound at least, when, not under war conditions but
now that war conditions are over, and Europe is resuming the
manufacture of beet sugar and promising a return to normal
conditions, which will produce a normal market, sugar ought
to go down to at least 4 or § cents a pound, and is rapidly
going to that point to-day. So the framers of the pending bill
are proposing to place an additional burden of taxation on the
consumption of the masses of the American people of over
$400,000,000 annually, and are graciously proposing to give ona
half to the Government of the United States and the other half
to the people who are engaged in the sugar business.

But that is not all. Sugar is one of the few commodities
which the bill allows to be imported. The bill is intended to
prohibit, not to tax. The condition of my throat is such that I
am unable to discuss the bill fully to-day, but I hope to-morrow
that I shall have an opportunity and shall be able to say some-
thing more on the subject. At this time I wish merely to pick
out one item which demonstrates the character of the bill. I re-
fer to beans, Beans form a very simple article of diet. The bean
may not be on the table of the multimillionaire very often, but
it is a common article of food of the toiling masses of the
American people.

I have here a document which is published by the House of
Representatives, entitled “ Summary of Tariff Information for
1920,” which is now being used by the Republican Ways and
Means Committee for the information of that committee in pre-
paring the tariff bill for next summer, so I presume its state-
ments will be accepted by Senators of a different political faith
from mine, The statement is made that the production of beans
in 1918 was 20,819,000 bushels, of a value of $100,000,000; that
the imports amounted only to 1,000,000 bushels, valued at about
$1,500,000; and that the exports for 1918 amounted to 4,489,078
bushels. In other words, we exported from this country nearly
five times as much of beans as we imported, showing that the
pressure at the customhouse was not very great. More than
that, in a product valued at $100,000,000 the importations
amounted only to something over $1,000,000; in other words,
under the present Democratic tariff law in 1918 only about 1
per cent of this food commodity was imported into the United
States.

Mr. McCUMBER. That was during war times.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield? Senators desiring to interrupt will please address
the Chair.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am glad to answer the Senafor. Of
course, it was partially during war times; the war ended in
that year, but practically the same condition will be found to
exist as to importations in preceding years in times of peace,
and the same condition will be found to exist next year, when
conditions shall be normal.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. The comparison of imports and exports now
would no more be indicative of normal conditions than during
the war. During the war there was a tendency to export, while
at present, on account of the conditions in the rate of exchange,
there is an abnormal tendency to export.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The importations to-day are not very
great or they would be found in the book I have before me.

Mr. STANLEY. Present conditions are temporary, and there
is no use providing against them by fixed laws.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly not. I am just taking one
item by way of illustration—practically the same statement
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would apply to all of the other items—to show the basis of this
bill. From the last report containing official Government fig-
ures, which are being used by the Republican Party, it is shown
that the importation of beans amounted to only about 1 per
cent of the domestie production, which represented a value of
$100,000,000. Yet, in answer to a demand coming from the pro-
ducers of beans in this couniry, the Republican Party, without
investigation and without consideration—and I say that because
I do not believe that any Republican Ways and Means Commit-
tee or Finance Committee would take that ifem and do what
the¥ have done with it if they had given it the consideration to
which it was entitled—drew this measure in the form in which
we now have it.

The item of beans is carried in paragraph 197 of the present
tariff law, and the duty at the customhbouse on beans under that
law is 25 cents a bushel of 00 pounds. Under the law of 1909,
known as the Payne-Aldrich law, there was placed as high a tax
on beans as the Republican Party ever placed on them. That
tax amounted to 45 cents a bushel. That is the extreme limit to
which the Republican Party ever went in impesing a tax on
heans.

Now what do we find in this bill? The Hepublican side of
the Chamber have raised the tax on beans to 2 cents a pound,
and, as a bushel of beans as fixed by the tariff bill is 60 ponnds,
the rate provided by the pending bill is equivalent to an increase
in the tax to $1.20 a bushel, or nearly five times as much as the
duty provided by the present law, and nearly three times greater
than any tax the Republican Party have herectofore levied on
beans. Beans, I repeat, are common articles of food; they go
on the table of the poor people of Amerien; but the beans, to be
bought by people who can not, perhaps, buy bread and can not
buy meat, must go to their tables taxed by the Republican
Party at 2 cents a pound. That is what we find the Republican
majority have done in this bill under the pretense of a war
necessity or of an emergency. Because they wish to please some-
body for political purposes, they are proposing to levy this class
of tax on the American people.

What is going to be the result? The Government will reap
no benefit from it, beeause the tax has been placed so high that
no beans will come in; but the consumer behind the tariff wall
will pay a tax of $1.20 a bushel on a commodity which is used
to sustain his dally life. That is the kind of bill which you
bring here under whip and spur, and say that you are going
to throttle opposition to it with a cloture rule on next
Wednesday !

I am glad the Senator from Pennsylvania has offéred this
cloture rule. I do not intend to object to his request for unani-
mous consent to vote, because if you are golng to do this abhor-
rent thing you had better do if and be rid of it, and let us at-
tend to the business of the Senate. I think the country is
cntitled to have an understanding of this question, as it will
before the vofe is taken; but it goes further than that. It is
the first step toward taxing the raw material of the Nation—not
levying a tax for revenue, which might be justifiable on any
article, but levying a prohibitive tax upon most of the raw
material that is covered by this bill, for the purpose of putting
up the price to the home producer. Talk about class legisla-
tion! The Senator says there is no class or sgection in this.
There may be no class or section, so far as individumals are
concerned, but the elass or section is written in the terms of
this bill.

I see before me one of the Senators from Connecticut and
another from Rhode Island. Tell me how long the industries
of New England can survive a policy of taxation that proposes
to put a tax on raw material so high that it can not be bronght
into this country, a prohibitive tax on raw material; and it is
in this bill, though not on it all.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield fo the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr, USDERWOOD. I do.

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator has mentioned my name,

- Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not refer to the Senator by name,
ut——

Mr. McLEAN. Inasmuch as the Senator did not mention me
by name, I think it ought to be understood that he refers to the
Junior Senator from Connecticut and not to the senior Senator
from Connecticut.

I should like to suggest to the Senator from Alabama that if
the statements made to the Committee on Finance are true—
and I think they are—understanding that this bill is a tem-
porary measure, enduring for but 10 months, I think the Senator
from Alabama will agree with me that the woolen manufac-
turers of my State will have no trouble in getting their raw
material, notwithstanding this tariff tax, becaunse there is

already more wool in this country than the mills can use in

fwo years.

- M:. BORAM. Mr. President, may 1 ask the Senator a ques-
on?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I do.

Mr. BORAH. I am interested a little in those who have wool
to sell. What benefit is this tariff bill going to be to us if
there is wool enongh to supply the mills for two years?

Mr. McLEAN. It will help us all. I hope it will henefit us
to the extent of the tariff.

Mr. BORAH., If there Is wool enough in this country to
satisfy your people for the next year, and this bill only lasts
for 10 months, what possible benefit is it going to be to the man
who has wool to sell?

Mr. McLEAN. I will fell the Senator.

Mr. BORAH. Tt has been a mystery to me ever since this
bill was proposed.

Mr. McLEAN. As I undersiand from the testimony before
the eommittee, the wool indusiry is pretty much out of business.
I understand that they are selling their sheep now on the Chi-
cago market for from § to 4 cents a pound. Some of the
farmers are feeding their sheep to the hogs, because they are
worth mere for hog food than they are for mmtton. My belief
is that if you destroy the sheep indusiry in this country it will
take from 5 to 10 years to revive it, and long before the in-
dustry is revived the foreign producers of wool will absolutely
control the market, fix the price as high as the trade will bear,
and then is the time when the consumers of woolens in this
country will realize the benefit of the tariff.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am not concerned about the
man of the future.

Mr, McLEAN. Well, we are.

Mr. BORAH. I am interested in the man who now has his
flock of sheep, his wool, and who can not survive another year
unless he gets relief, although I have never thought he would
get much rellef from this bill; but your argument and the argu-
ment of our eastern friends, to the effect that it will not raise
the price to the man who buys woolen goods in the East because
of the fact that we have plenty of wool in this country to run
us for a year, cuts out any hope of our people at all.

Mr. McLEAN, The Senator from Idaho is the first Senator
I have heard suggest that it was not the hope and purpose of
this bill to raise the price of wool to the producers of wool in
this country. That is the object of the tariff. It is to sustain,
if possible, the price of wool in this country so that the present
supply can find some kind of a market and the sheep industry
can be saved from ruin. That is the only object of this bill.

Mr. BORAH. Candidly, I am not a tariff expert, but there
are a few principles of common sense which seem to me to
apply to this situation the same as to others. Now, we are fold
over and over again that there is enough wool in this country to
meet all demands for the next two years. 1 think the Senator
from Utah said two years.

Mr. THOMAS. Two years.

Mr. BORAH. And you are fixing a tartff wall for 10 months.
Now, no one eares anything about that for the next 10 months,
if there is enough wool here to last for two years.

Mr. McLEAN. If it does not affect the price to the producer
of the woel, it certainly will not hurt the consumer of wool.

Mr. BORAH. I know; but that is not a thing that I can take
home to my people—“ it has not hurt anybody, but it has not
helped you.” That is not what they are concerned about. The
difficulty is, if I may say so to my friend, that this bill has been
advertised throughout the West as redeeming a deplorable situa-
tion in the West, to wit, not enly the producer of grain, but the
live-stock man. Now, then, if it does not in fact relieve it, upon
what theory sheould we be called upon to pass the bill at all?
What we want is not a bill, but relief.

Mr. McLEAN. The position which the Senator takes is the
position which is taken by the opponents of the bill on the other
gide of the Chamber,

Mr. BORAH. I do not eare where it comes from, if it is com-
mon sense,

Mr. McLEAN, Some of them insist that it will not raise the
price of wool to the consumer ; others of them insist that it will.

Mr. BORAH, When my colleagues on this gide of the Chamber
get up and say to the country that we have enough wool in this
country to supply the demand for two years, then I am not tak-
ing the argument of the opposite side of the Chamber; I am
taking the argument of both sides of the Chamber.

Mr. McLEAN, If it does not have an effeet on the price of
wool now held in this country, it certainly will not do any
harm. The hope of those who support the bill is that it will
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help sustain the price of wool and so help preserve the sheep
industry.

Mr. BORAIL Well, we know what the Apostle Paul said about
hape.

Afr. McLEAN. And if we are to assume that the gentlemen
on the other side are honest in the position they take, they in-
sist that this bill must not pass because it raises the price of
wool to the producer, the sheep raiser.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fromr Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr., UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I want to assure the Senator from Idaho that
the passage of this bill will increase the price of wool to the
manufacturer, and I want to say why, if the Senator will yield
just a moment.

Tt is true that when the wool erfop of this country is clipped
and goes into the market, with the exportations of wool that
it meets there, and the amount of wool that we have in the
United States, there will be nearly enough wool in the United
States to furnish the people of the United States with woolen cloth
for nearly two years; and, by the way, in passing I nrmy say
that that is the condition in the world. To-day there are
2,400,000,000 pounds of wool in the world—almost enough wool
to last the world two years. I am not going to stand here and
say that if we Impose this duty upon wool it is not going to raise
the price of wool to the American people. It will; but as far
as the effect upon the manufactured article is concerned, it is
go small that it is almoest unworthy of mention; but this is
how it is going to affect the wool nrarket in the United States:

With the price of wool in the world, there will be very little
wool—in fact, there will be scarcely any outside of the long-
staple fine wools—imported into the United States if this bill
passes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, as I understand the Senator, he
agrees with what I have said—that the tax levied in this bill is
practically prohibitive for the present.

Mr. SMOOT. On some articles; not on all.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I am talking about wool, :

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but the Senator was altogether wrong
about the number of dollars that would be imposed upon the
American people by this amendment as to sugar, That, how-
ever, is another nratter.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the Senator agrees with me that
the tax on wool will be practically prohibitive?

Mr. SMOOT. It will as far as all wools are concerned with
the exception of the long-staple wools that come in here and
are made into fine worsted goods. It will be nearly prohibitive.

Mr., UNDERWOOD. It will be prohibitive on the class of
wools that the mass of the people use—that is what I am talk-
ing about—because they do not use this high-grade wool.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I will say that it will. I want to be per-
fectly frank with the Senator, as I always try to be with the
Senate.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To be sure,

Mr. SMOOT. Now, the woolen manufacturer has to purchase
his wool at least one year before he receives pay for his goods,
He has to buy his woeol six months ahead for his spring goods;
he has to buy his wool six months ahead for his fall goods; and
those goods are not delivered to the clothing manufacturer for
at least eight months after he has purchased the wool. There-
fore, if wool importations into this country are stopped, there is
not any question but that the price of local wool will advance,
and I have not any doubt but that it will; and that is the object
of this bill, T will say to the Senator. I say now that with this
bill the producer of wool in the United States can not get
what the wool cost him, and I do not know how many it will
gave. It will save some, but, I care not whether this bill is
passed or not, about half of the western sheepmen to-day are
bankrnpt, and I think the Senator will acknowledge that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agree that the agricultural interests
are in a very bad condition, and I also agree that the man who
raised cotton and the man who raised corn are about as badly
off as the man that raised wool.

Mr. SMOOT. No; I will say to the Senator that I do not
think he can substantiate that statement. If the man who has
been raising wool had not money enough fo go on feeding his
sheep, and carry them on for a year, there is only one thing for
him to do, and that is to send them to the slaughterhouse, and
that is what is being done all over the United States to-day;
whereas, in the case of the man who raises cotton, his land is
there for the next year.

Alr. UNDERWOOD. Provided the sheriff does not take it
away from him under a red-flag sale. The same condition exists
there that exists as to wool.

Mr. SMOOT. I say to the Senator that after the sheep are
killed and after the cattle are killed it will take a quarter of a
century to bring that industry back.

Mr. McKELLAR. How much of the wool clip for the present
year is in the hands of the woolgrower now?

Mr, SMOOT. About 80 per cent of it. There was 85 per
cent the other day, and there have been quite a number of
sales since this bill was brought into the Senate; and I want to
say to the Senator that I do not think there would have been
the sales that have taken place in the last 10 days if it had not
been for this legislation.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I wish fo say a word before the
Senator passes from the consideration of the subject to which
his attention has just been directed. I submitted to the Sen-
ate some time ago some figures which were supplied by various
witnesses who appeared before the Committee on Agriculture,
including some representatives of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, and from those figures I reached the conclusion that a
rather alarming state exists with respect to the wool supply.
I expressed quite freely my conviction that the condition called
for governmental intervention.

The Government of the United States during the war bought
wool everywhere throughout the world and at any price it was
obliged to pay. All that was entirely proper and altogether
judicious. When the armistice was signed it found itself with
the enormous accumulation of 600,000,000 pounds on hand.
That has been disposed of from time to time in warious lots,
so that it has all now passed into the hands of either dealers
or manufacturers, except about 60,000,000 pounds.

The testimony referred to disclosed a condition such as has
just been suggested by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor],
namely, that as a result of that condition, as well as by reason
of the fact that Great Britain was unloading upon the markets
of the world the accumulated supplies from the Australasian
countries, accumulated during the war, and which had not
reached the markets by reason of the shipping conditions, there
was in the United States at the present time a supply of wool
adequate to meet all needs for a period of a year at least, and
according to some estimates almost, if not quite, two years.

It occurred to me, Mr. President, that inasmuch as that con-
dition was very largely due to governmental action upon the
part of our Government, as well as on the part of the Govern-
ment of Great Britain, the Government might very properly
step in and impose something in the nature of an embargo until
these extra supplies were absorbed.

But, Mr. President, I have before me a report made by the
Tariff Commission since that testimony was thus adduced,
which, if I understand it aright, shows that that condition of
affairs simply does not exist. I have asked for some more
specific information concerning it, but according to the report
which I have in my hand now, issued under date of January 10,
it appears that we are carrying over in the United States only
20 per cent more than the ordinary carry over, and no more
than we were carrying over a year ago. I read:

The stock on December 1 fs about 20 per cent above the prewar
normal for that time of year, when usually not more than a year's
gupply is in the hands of dealers and mills, A year's supply, or the
annnal consumption, averaged 017,322,000 pounds in the condition
reported, or the egulivalent, about 533, 0(}0.080 pounds in the grease,
during the five years ending July 1, 19i4.

The stock on hand on December 1, therefore, is by no means
alarming in itself, and varies little from that of a year ago.
But there has been a marked decrease in the rate of consump-
tion. The mills from July 1 to December 1 were only using
three-fifths as much wool per month as during the 12 preceding
months.

In view of that fact, and also considering that there may be
an appreciable interval before the mills accelerate present con-
sumption, any surplus at all is disquieting.

Accordingly, Mr. President, it would appear as though the
condition which confronts us here arises rather from the con-
sumer's strike, as it is called, than by reason of what we sup-
pose to be extraordinary accumulations, and particularly ex-
traordinary importations. If it be the fact, Mr. President, that
we have on hand in the United States at the present time only
the ordinary amount of wool that we would have under ordi-
nary circumstances and conditions, or no more than 20 per cent
over that amount, and we absolutely shut off all importations,
as this bill would do, for a period of even 10 months, T subiuit
that a condition of affairs we could not tolerate would ensue,
because it is conceded that we do not produce in this country
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more than one-half of the wool annually consumed, our produc-
tion being in the neighborhood of 300,000,000 pounds and our
importations being practically the same, If this report is cor-
rect, it has entirely upset my own ideas about the matter, and
will certainly very seriously affect my vote on this measure,

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I should like to suggest to the Senator
what I am sure he is aware of, that in the handling of raw
wool by the mills it is necessary to store it and treat it for
many-months; so that a large portion of the wool clip of each
season is carried over by the mills themselves before they use
it, in the ordinary course of their trade.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before I conclude, if the Senator
will permit, I would like to read further from the report, as
follows, on pages 8 and 9:

In the United States the stock of wool on hand on December 1
amounted to 646,666,000 pounds, consisting of wool in the grease and
its equivalent in pulled and scoured fiber and in tops and noils, This
amount included 521,000,000 pounds reported on hand September 30,
as well as 175,000,000 pounds estimated at country points, 11,666,000
pounds of wool pulled In October and November (grease equivalent
and !mf»orts during October and November of 17,000,000 pounds, wit
the dt?:: :ction of 78,000,000 pounds for October and November con-
Eump .

By that process of reasoning, on the basis of these facts, the
conclusion is arrived at that we are carrying over in the United
States just a normal quantity of wool

Mr, SMOOT, I wish to ask the Senator if there is anything
in the report to show just where that wool is located? It
may be that the wool is in the hands of the miller, or in the
manufacturer's hands, and that does not take into considera-
tion the wools that are held this year in the hands of the pro-
ducers. The Senator knows that not more than 20 per cent
of it is left in the hands of the producers.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. They give 521,000,000 pounds re-
ported on hand September 30, which I take it is in the hands
of the dealers and manufacturers, and then the report con-
tinues, “as well as 175,000,000 pounds estimated at country
points,” making the total amount.

Mr. SMOOT. What was the last figure?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. One hundred and seventy-five million
pounds at country points. Of course, if it be the fact that we
have only a year's supply on hand, and we shut off importations
altogether, we can very readily conceive that it would be
pretty profitable to those who own wool in this country. But
even though it is a great industry in my State—indeed, wa
lead in the production of wool—I could hardly justify myself in
putting an embargo upon the importation of wool if, indeed,
we have only the ordinary supply in this country, because we
have to import at least 250,000,000 more in order to meet the
demands of our people for clothing.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I yield.

Mr. THOMAS. I presume the Senator from Montana has
noted that the real surplus of wool in the world is 917,000,000
pounds, between which and the statement of the Senator from
Utah placing it at 2,500,000,000 pounds there is quite a dif-
ference.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mpr. President, I am not quite sure
that the Senator from Colorado is correct about that. Thig is
a little obscure also, and I want some further information
about it.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will find, when he gets his infor-
mation, that this report on page 8, showing that the wool sur-
plus December 1 is 917,000,000 pounds, refers to the surplus
here,

Mr. THOMAS. The world surplus, it says.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am perfectly satisfied about
that. The point about which I am in doubt is as to whether
that means the total amount of wool now in the world, or
whether it is the total amount in excess of what would ordi-
narily be on hand at this time. If that is the case, then the
figures given by the Senator from Utah are perhaps correct.
But I read if, in the first place, as signifying that that is the
total amount of wool on hand now.

Mr, SMOOT. It says the total surplus wool:

ﬂt'a;)le I, World surplus of old wool, December 1, 1920 (approxi-
mate)—

And there the surplus of wool is stated at 917,000,000 pounds.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The word * surplus™ has a tech-
nical significance there.

My, SMOOT. I do not know what the technical signifi-
cance is,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will tell the Senator what the
significance is, as I understand it. It signifies the amount
carried over,

Mr. SMOOT. No; it is the surplus over what will be re-
quired ordinarily by the manufacturers of woolen goods
throughout the world.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have a different idea about it,
based on’ information from various sources, My understanding
of the word “surplus,” as used in the wool trade, is that it
signifies that amount of wool which is carried over from one
season to the next season.

Mr. SMOOT. If it is necessary to be carried over, it is not
surplus, and this says * surplus wool in the world.” There is
no question but that in the testimony before the committee it
was stated time and time again, even when the members of the
Tariff Commission were there, that the production of wool in
the world is 2,400,000,000 pounds a year. There is no question
about that at all.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. There is not any question in my
mind, if the total production is something over 2,000,000,000,
that very naturally the 917,000,000 would signify that all the
rest had been manufactured, and they were carrying over 917.-
000,000 pounds,

Mr. SMOOT. That does not necessarily follow, because we
have a wool ciip on hand now. There will be an American clip
of wool of 240,000,600 pounds within a very few months to add
to what we already have,

Mr. WALSH of Montana., The Senator says “a very few
months.,” I myself know something about that industry. It
will not be on the market, as a matter of course, until the 1sg
of July at least.

Mr. SMOOT. That is not very many months off,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; only five months; and un-
doubtedly there will be the ordinary consumption meanwhile.

Mr. SMOOT. In Montana they shear in June, in Utah in
April. So it will not be five months before that clip will be on
the market.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, we will have another elip.a
year from that time, and another in a year from that time. So
if we are going to carry in our surplus the production of wool
on the sheep's backs for the years to come we will have an indefi-
nite amount.

Mr, THOMAS.
in every year.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Surely. I am taking more time of the
Senate than I had intended; but I have been much interested in
the colloquies between my brother Senators. However, the
proposition I came to was a matter of prineciple, a principle in
levying taxation. When I referred to the effect this class of
legislation would have on New England, my friend, the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax], sidestepped the question by
saying, “ No; it will not hurt New England this year because
the amount cof surplus wool in this country is so great that New
England does not have to go to foreign fields to buy ; and the
Senator from Utah parried that blow by saying the Senator
from Connecticut was mistaken, that the surplus did not exist;
that the levying of this prohibitive tax——

Mr, SMOOT. I did not say it did not exist, T will say to the
Senator. I said it did exist, and notwithstanding it does exist,
if we pass this bill, the price of American wools will advance,
because of the fact that it will stop the importation of wools
that are now on their way here, if the bill passes before they
arrive.

Mr. ONDERWOOD. I am merely reviewing what the Senator
said. I thank him for stating what he said, because it makes
my position clear. The Senator from Utah from his viewpoint
says that except on ceriain classes of very high-grade wools,
little of which is imported into this country, and none of which
practically comes into competition with the wools that are
produced in America, the tax is prohibitive as to all other wool,
and therefore all prices will be raised to the mills, Did anyone
ever hear of the price being raised to the mills when it was
not raised to the retail frade and raised to the consumers?

It may be that the New England manufacturer is not object-
ing to temporarily laying aside the principles he has espoused,
because he may have a large amount of manufactured goods on
which he wishes to raise the price and, by raising the price
of the wool for 10 months to come, he may create a monopoly
for the sale of the manufactured goods on his shelves. That is
not the question which governs me and I do not think it should
govern any man in this Chamber.

If we are going to use the great taxing power of the Govern-
ment, as it is openly admitted here the advocates of the bill
are doing, to serve private Intersst—the Sugar Trust, the wool
combine, and other producers of necessities of life—why should
we not repeal the Sherman antitrust law? Why should we pass
legislation that is intended to protect the American people
agalnst exactions? Why not just repeal all the laws and let

And the consumer is to be shorn 12 months
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the wolves of commerce go to it? Why should we pass a law
one day and say that it is in the interest of reducing prices to
the American consumer, and the next day pass a tariff law to
collect duties at the cusiomhouse, deliberately intended not to
raise o tax for the Government but to boost the prices for
certain special interests, and on that character of legislation
demand the gag rule so that the American people shall not hear
the truth, that independent thought and independent judgment
on the subject must be throttled because the debts of a political
party must be paid?

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lexnoor in the chair).
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from
Minnesota? :

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I yield.

Mr. KELLOGG. Does the Senator consider a cloture rule
which at the end of three days permits 96 hours of debate, or
about 12 or 15 days of debate on the tariff bill, a gag rule?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. It is intended for that. I do not think
it is so severe as a gag rule. If you were gagging the American
Senate in legislation in the interest of the American people I
would not object, if you took the responsibility, but when yon
attempt to pass a gag rule for the purpose of voting dollars out
of the pockets of the toiling masses of American people and put-
ting them into the pockets of monopoly, I do object.

I admit that all of this money is not going into the pockets of
monopoly. You have rung the farmer in here incidentally on
two or three things so you could get the farmer’s support and
make the farmer believe that he has an interest in the bill
and that this is a bill in the interest of the farmer, the inde-
pendent producer. But behind it all, if we trace the snake to
its hole, we find it putting the increased price of sugar into the
pockets of the great sugar manufacturers of America. Trace
it on, not to the pockets of the western ranchman, and you find
the New England mills for the first time voicing a sentiment
on the floor of the Senate that they are in favor of a prohibi-
tive tariff on their raw material, and they expect me to believe
that the New England mill is not going to get dollars out of
this legislation, That is the character of bill you have brought
here, a bill to make the American pecple pay your debts.

Mr, President, I am not going to weary the Senate longer this
afternoon in discussing the bill. I would not have objected to
the unanimous request, as far as I am concerned, nor do I ob-
ject to a vote on the cloture rule, because I think it is well
enongh to draw the line. We all know perfectly well that a
Democratic President is in the White House and that in all
human probability he wounld veto the bill if it were sent down
there. To make this effective legislation you must command a
two-thirds vote in the two Houses of Congress, because you must
pass it over the President’s veto.

If you mean what you are doing, If you really have the nerve
to put this oppressive piece of legislation on the backs of the
American people, on Wednesday next you will have an oppor-
tunity to go on record, because I assume, if you can command
a two-thirds vote on the cloture rule in this Chamber, when
the veto message comes back you will take that two-thirds and
pass the bill over the President’s veto and enact it into law. If
you have not the two-thirds, then why take up the time of the
country and the time of the Senate with the further considera-
tion of the bill at this time? Within a little over 30 days your
party will be in power in every branch of the Government, In
a little over 30 days you can bring the bill in and pass it by
a majority vote and take the entire responsibility, with a Re-
publican President signing the bill. So why further delay
necessary legislation at this sesszion if you can not get a two-
thirds vote in the Senate?

I am perfectly willing that the issue may come, and I hope
every Senator in the Chamber will face the issues that exist.
If he believes in the new theory of using the taxing power of
the Government at the customhouse to legislate in favor of
special interests by prohibitive taxation, let him vote to put on
the gag and apply the rule; but if he is opposed to the legisla-
tion, if he recognizes that the industrial and productive con-
ditions which confront the country to-day are the result of a
post-war climax, that they are going to adjust themselves, that
we must all carry a share of the burden and all pay our price
and sustain our own losses, and that he does not stand for the
use of the taxing power of this great Government to make the
toiling masses of the American people carry this great financial
burden to relieve special interests in the United States, then
1 think he should vote against your cloture rule and give you
notlce that if you are going to put the bill over you must bring
it here after the 4th of March as a party measure.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in regard
to procedure. Notice under the rule for cloture has been given

by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pexrose], and on Wed-
nesday next under the rule we will vote upon the question of
whether or not we shall close debate, Of course, if there are
sufficient votes to close debate they can then pass the bill, buf
what I am interested in knowing from those who have charge
of the bill is, in case they do not have sufficient votes to close
debate, whether they then propose to abandon the bill?

Mr. McCUMBER. I can only say as one that it will not be
abandoned during this session, so far as I can help. .

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am glad to hear the Senator
say that. I think the Sepator from North Dakota is sincerely
in favoer of the bill. A great many Senators who are not really
in favor of it will vote for it as a mere maiter of expediency,
hoping possibly that some good may come from it.

Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of those who are in
favor of the bill to the fact that the cloture proposition is not a
fair test of the strength of the bill in the Senate. In the first
place, there may be Senators who are opposed to cloture on
principle, but who are willing to vote for the bill. Those in
charge of the bill can not command for cloture as many votes
as they can for the bill; in other words, if they undertake to
put on cloture, and fail to do so, and abandon the bill, they will
be applying a test of a two-thirds vote to the passage of the
bill, while, as a matter of fact, a majority is in favor of the
bill. It takes a two-thirds vote in the Senate to adopt the rule
upon which we shall be called upon to vote on Wednesday next.
It would be manifestly insincere and manifestly unjust and un-
fair, I think, for those who are interested in the bill if they
should erect a standard which required a two-thirds vote, and
then failing to get the two-thirds vote abandon the bill. As
I understand, the Senator from North Dakota does not propose
to abandon the bilL

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow
me, I will state my position with reference to the cloture. I am
very desirous of having the bill voted on and enacted into
law, if possible. I appreciate the fact that the supply bills are
coming along at the same time; the chairman of each committee
having an appropriation bill in charge will be elamoring for a
hearing, and that Senators who desire to consume more time
than is necessary in order to prevent the pending bill from be-
coming a law may consume it upon appropriation bills or upon
any other kind of bilL

I hope we can utilize the cloture rule. I agree entirely with
the Senator from Idaho that there are some, quite a number in
the Senate, probably, who would vote for the bill who would
not vote for cloture. I favor the cloture as a test as to whether
or not we can get the two-thirds in the Senate that will assure
the passage of the bill. If we can get that two-thirds, then
there will be no question that the bill will pass and will stand a
chance of becoming a law. If we fail to get the two-thirds,
all that is left us to do is to do the very best we can to keep
the bill before the Senate at all times, interfering no more than
is possible with the supply bills. However, we hope that we
shall get an agreement to vote on the bill or shall vote upon it
without such agreement for a final vote.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, with reference fo the supply
bills, I desire to say that there is no necessity of passing the
supply bills by the 4th of March next. The Republican Party
is now in charge of the legislative department of the Govern-
ment, and after the 4th of March it will be in charge of both
the executive and legislative departments. There is no need
of the supply bills being passed until the 1st of June next. If
the pending bill means what it has been said to mean to the
people of the country who are engaged in agriculture and in
the live-stock industry, we can very well afford to put aside
the supply bills until we can get a vote upon the pending meas-
ure. There are undoubtedly in the Chamber a majority of
Senators who are in favor of the bill; a majority of Senators
can keep the bill before the Senate from now until it shall be
voted upon, and I have no doubt that if we undertake to do
that we shall get a vote before the end of this week.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow
me, I desire to say that I wish I were as optimistic as he is
with reference to having a majority that would vote to keep the
bill constantly before the Senate to the exelusion of the supply
bills. I hope the Senator's view may be justified.

Mr. BORAH. I did not say “to the exclusion of the supply
bills.” I say that the Senate has a majority who have stated
that they are in favor of the bill. I do not think that they are
so enthusiastically in favor of it as is the Senator from North
Dakota; I am frank to say that; but there is a majority in the
Senate who have signified their willingness to vote for the bill.
If the Republican majority here, with the support it gets from
the other side of the Chamber, is sincerely in favor of the bili,
and wish to assume the responsibility of passing it as a party
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measure, there is no doubt that they can get a vote upon the biil
within a reasonable length of time,

Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, it would be an act
of bad faith if, having lost cloture by a two-thirds vote, we
should abandon the bill which can be passed by a majority vote;
and T want to say that at this time, for the reasons I have
stated, I shall not expect to see the bill abandoned if cloture
falls. The majority should insist on sessions from morning
until night and keep this bill before the Senate. If this is done,
you will get a vote in less than a week.

Mr. THOMAS obtained the floor,

Mr. JOHNSON of California. WIill the Senator yield for
merely an instant? I have three very brief amendments to the
pending bill, which, under the rule, are required to be read.
It will take but an instant to do so. May I have the amend-
ments read at the desk?

Mr. THOMAS. T yield to the Senator for that purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The ReApixe Crere. Amendments intended to be proposed
by Mr. Jouxsox of California to the bill (H. R. 15275) impos-
ing temporary duties upon ecertain agricultural products to
meet present cmergencies, to provide revenue, and for other
purposes, are as follows:

On page 2, line 21, sirike ont ““131 " and in lien thereof insert * 2.

On page 2, line 23, after the word * gallon,” strike out the period
and insert a semicolon and the following : * Olives, 60 cents per on
in bulk, 70 cents per gallon in containers of less than 5 gallons.'

On page 6, after line 24, insert the following: “*(29) Olives, in solu-
tion, 25 cents per gallon; olives, not in solution, 6 cents per pound.”

[Mr. THOMAS resumed the speech begun by him on Saturday
last. After having spoken for 40 minutes he yielded the floor
for the day.]

Mr. LODGE. I ask leave to submit an amendment to the
pending bill, which I ask may lie on the table and be printed.

Mr. PENROSE. Let the amendment be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
proposed amendment.

The anrendment was read and ordered to be printed and to
lie on the table, as follows:

26-A. Upon hides of the kind provided for in paragraph 26, when
advanced in any manner or by any process of manufacture, and manu-
factores of which hides of any kind provided for In paragraph 26
are a component material, the rate of duty imposed shall be 10 per
cent ad valorem,

Mr. MOSES. T wish to offer an amendment to the bill, and
ask that it may be printed and lie on the table.

The amendment was read and ordered to be printed and to
lie on the table, as follows:

On page 6. following line 24, insert:

* 29, Needles for knltting or sewing machines, $1 per thousand and
25 per cent ad valorem ; latch needles, $1.135 per thousand and 35 per
cent ad valorem.”

RECESS.

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate take a recess until
to-morrow at 12 o'clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 1, 1921, at
12 ¢'clock nreridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, January 51, 1921,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The SPEAKER, The House will be in order.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order
that there is no quorum present. I think that Members would
be benefited by hearing the prayer.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must not make any remarks.
The gentleman from Oklahoma makes the point of no gquorum.
Obviously there is no quorum present.

Mr. ROGERS., Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an-
swer to their names:

Andrews, Md. Brooks, Pa. Crago Edmonds
Ayres Brumbaugh Crowther Ellsworth
Babka Burke Cullen Emerson
Bacharach Burroughs Currle, Mich, Ferris
Baer Caldwell Davey Foeht
Bell Campbell, Pa Dent Gallagher
Benson Candler Dewalt Gandy
Blackmon Carew Donovan Gunl{
Bland, Mo. Classon Dooling Goldfogle
Bowers Cople HEagan Goodwlin, Ark,
Britten Costello Eagle | Gould

Graham, IIl. MeGlennon Patterson Senily
Graham, Pa, McKeown Pell Smith, Mich,
Griest McKiniry Perlman Steagall
Hamill McKinley Purnell Steale
Harrison McLane Rainey, Ala, Stiness
Haugen McLaughlin, Mich.Rainey, Henrv T. Strong, Pa.
Hill Maher Rainey, John W. Suollivan
Hutchinson Mann, 8. C Ramsey Tague
James, Mich, ead Reed, W, Va. Tincher
James, Va Milligan Riddick Tinkham
Johnsfon, N. Y, Montague Riordan Upshaw
Kelley, Mic Moon Robinson, N, C.  Vare
Kennedy, Iowa  Mooney Rodenberg Venable
Kennedy, R. Moores, Ind Rose Vestal
Kettner Morin Rowan Yoigt
Kincheloe Mott Rowe Wari
Kitehin Mudd Rubey White, Me,
Kleczka Murphy Rucker Wilson, I1L
Kreider Neely Sabath Wise
Lesher Nelson, Wis, Sanders, Ind. Yates
Lonergan 0O’'Connell Banders, La. Young, Tex.
ufkin Olney Sanders, N, Y.
McCulloch Padgeft Sanford

The SPEAKER. On this vote 203 Members have answered
to their names, a guorum,

Mr, ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. The
Chaplain will offer prayer.

PRAYER.

The Rey, James Shera Montgomery, D. D., pastor of Calvary
Methodist Church, Washington, D. C., offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, our times be in Thy
hands. Mercy and goodness have been around about us. There-
fore we acknowledge Thee to be our Lord.

May the words of our mouths and the meditations of our
hearts be aceeptable in Thy sight, until the close of life's little
day. Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 29, 1921,
and :‘I:{e Journal of Sunday, January 30, 1921, were read and ap-
proved.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL.

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business before the House is
the Diplomatic and Consular appropriation bill, on which the
previous question has been ordered. The Clerk will report the
first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 5, at the end of the line, strike out the amount
“ $227,500 " and insert in lieu thereof * $210,600."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 6, at the end of the line, after the word “ to.” insert the
word “ China."”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 10, after the word * Bulgaria,” insert * Czechoslovakia.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

c E‘am 2, line 13, after the word *“ Paraguay,” insert the word
* Colon.”™

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

. l{’nge 2, line 16, at the end of the line, insert a aew paragraph as
ollows 1

“ For ambassador extraordinar n 1 ar rkey.
510.0{?0." ba. extraord y and plenipotentiary to Turkey.

The amendment was agreed to,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, after line 12, insert:

“ Chinese asslstant secretary of legation to China, $4,000."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, after the amendment just adopted, insert:

“ Japanese assistant secretary of embassy to Japan, $4,000."

The amendment was agreed to,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, after the amendment just adopted, insert:

“ Turkish assistant secretary of embassy to Turkey, $2,000.”

The amendment was agreed to. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, after line 9, insert:

“ CONTINGENT EXPENSES, FOREIGN MISSIONS.

“To enable the President to provide, at the public expense, all such
stationery, blanks, records, and other books, seals, presses, flags, and
signs as he shall think necessary for the several embassies and lega-
tions in the transaction of thelr business, and also for rent, repairs,
postage, telegrams,-furniture, typewriters, including exchange of same,
messenger service, compensation of kavasses, guards, dragomans, um.f
porters, including compensation of interpreters, and the compensation
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